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Abstract

Electoral observation is considered to be an important tool in the promotion of democracy.
The presence of credible and impartial observers is taken as creating confidence about the
legitimacy and quality of an electoral process. This study examines election observation in the
Nigeria 2015 and 2019 general elections. The study made use of an interview guide as a
research instrument. This is to help the researcher explore research subjects' opinions,
behavior, experiences, and phenomenon during election. Also, random sampling technique
was employed to select 8 respondents for the interview. The result of the findings showed that
some of the roles the interviewees claimed are to serve as the eyes of the people, to provide an
independent oversight of the electoral process by observing the process to documenting and
what happened in the electoral process and share their findings with citizens and stakeholders.
In addition, they detect fraud in the process if any they give information on places where there
were violence, manipulation of the process, where there were non-appearance. Further
findings showed that some of the challenges observers encounter were the issue of process of
accreditation as it was stressful and cumbersome, insecurity of election observers across some
states in Nigeria as some of the election observers were harassed and threatened by political
thugs, security officers barred some of the election observers from playing their role in the
coverage and monitoring of elections. Also, findings showed that the presence of election
observers influence the credibility of the 2015 and 2019 general election. It was recommeded
that government should put in place adequate security for members of election observers
during election and they should also put in place better ways of screening election observers
so as to avoid unnecessary stress and ensure prompt screening of election observer teams.

Keywords:Monitoring, Observation, Electoral Commission, General Elections

Word Count: 297
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Chapter One

Introduction

1.1 Background to the Study

Elections are held at all levels of political organization, from local to national, in most places

around the world. The reputations of colonial dominance have molded how African countries

fight to maintain their sovereignty by safeguarding political processes and elections. In light of

this, numerous countries have urged the United Nations not to interfere in other nations' electoral

processes so to maintain their soverignty. While such concerns must be addressed, it is evident

that foreign support plays a critical role in ensuring the success of electoral processes1.

This support can come from a variety of sources (for example, international, regional, and sub-

regional institutions, as well as non-governmental organizations), and it can be both political and

analytical in nature. Observers must not oversee or direct; instead, they must determine whetheer

or not the electoral procedure is done in a climate of freedom and equity at all stages. As a result,

the overarching obligation of the observers is to ensure that all competing political parties,

individual people, and groups have absolute freedom of organization, movement, assembly, and

assertion, free of hindrance or intimidation, violence or threat of force, or any other acts able

to undermine the will of the people.

As a result, an election observer is an individual (local or foreign) who participates in a particular

country's electoral process as an evaluator of the procedures, rather than as a voter, and is

certified to do so by the appropriate authorities of that nation. Elections have been critical to

developing-country democratic transitions. Despite considerable advancement, such elections are

frequently marred by anomalies like electoral fraud. Simultaneously, electoral observers have

played an active role in promoting democracy and validating electoral processes. Electoral

observation is recognized as an essential tool for promoting democracy. Election observation is
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an activity that seeks, among other things, to critically appraise a country’s electoral process to

legitimize or condemn it as deemed necessary2. The presence of credible and impartial observers

is taken as creating confidence about the legitimacy and quality of an electoral process.

Election observation has been recognized as a component that fosters domestic trust in a nation's

electoral procedure and contributes to reduction of the likelihood of electoral fraud3.

International legitimacy became a condition for receiving international aid and maintaining

regional relations because of the strengthening of democracy and human rights from the end of

the Cold War.

The monitoring and observation of an election is a procedure in which the election is evaluated

and examined in order to determine its impartiality in concept of organization and administration.

It entails the 'stationing of independent missions, representatives, or persons chosen to represent

international or local institutions for a particular timeframe in a nation that is in the process of

conducting a national election with a mission to closely observe and proclaim on the complete

process and outcome 4. Although the terms "observation" and "monitoring" are frequently used

synonymously, they do not refer to the same thing. Election observation can be defined as:

The purposeful gathering of information regarding an electoral process and the
making of informed judgments on the conduct of such a process on the basis of
the information collected by persons who are not inherently authorized to
intervene in the process, and whose involvement in mediation or technical
assistance activities should not be such as to jeopardize their main observation
responsibilities4.

On the other hand, election monitoring can be referred to as:

a little more involved than mere observing. It involves the careful scrutiny and
assessment of an election for the purpose of determining its impartiality, in
terms of organization and administration. It also includes an assessment of the
process and actual formulation of the electoral law and the role of the security
forces4.
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Furthermore, as indicated byithe African Union (AU), Election ObservationiandiMonitoring

Guidelines, observersimustinot overseeior direct; instead, theyimustiverifyiwhetherior notithe

electoraliprocessiis performed inia climate of freedomiand equalityiatiallilevels. As a

result,itheioverarching obligationiofithe observers isito ensureithatiallirival pliticaliparties,

ipersons,iand groupsihaveicompleteifreedom of organization,imobility,iassembly, and

iappearance, ifree iof ihindrance ior iintimidation, icrime ior ithreat iof iforce, ior iany iother

iacts iable ito iundermine ithe iwill iof ithe ipeople5.

Election imonitors, ion ithe iother ihand, iexercise isome ilevel iof ilawful iauthority iover ithe

iconduct iof ielections as iwell ias iover ithe iofficials iinvolved iwith ithe ielections. iThey imay

ialso iissue iinstructions ito ithe iofficials iwhen inecessary. Electoral iobservation iand

imonitoring iare i‘designed ito iboost iconfidence iin ithe ifairness iof ithe ielectoral iprocess, ito

ihelp ideter ifraud iin ithe iballoting iand icounting iprocedures, iand ito ireport ito ithe

icountry’s icitizens iand ithe iinternational icommunity ion ithe ioverall iintegrity iof ithe

ielections6. iIn iaddition, iobservers ican imediate idisputes ibetween icompeting ipolitical

igroups iif irequested iand iif iappropriate, iin ian ieffort ito ireduce itensions ibefore, iduring

iand iafter ielections’.

Observation iof ielections iby inon-partisan igroups ihas igained iacceptance iin imany iparts iof

ithe iworld. The ireason ifor ithis iis ithe irecognition ithat iobservation isafeguards ithe iintegrity

iof ielections. It iis ialso irecognised ithat iit ihelps ito iensure ithat ielections iare ifree iand ifair.

iIf ielections iare iwell iconducted, ithis iconfers ilegitimacy ion ithe igovernment itoibe

established. Election observation can be legitimate only when the locals recognize the

professionalism in detecting electoral fraud and presenting an impartial report concerning the

outcome of an electoral process7. Essentially, the iprimary ipurpose iof iobservation iof
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ielections iis ito iensure ithe iintegrity iof ithe ielectoral iprocess. It ifocuses ion iwhether ithe

ielections iare icarried iout isubstantially iin iaccordance iwith ithe irules iand iregulations ithat

iare iprescribed iby ilaw iin ithe icountry iin iwhich ithey itake iplace7. However, ielection

iobservation iis inot ilimited ito ithis irole, iit ialso iseeks ito icompare ithese inational ilaws

iwith iinternational istandards, ito iensure ithat ithey iconform ito ithe ibasic ithresholds iof

idemocratic ielections iaccepted iby ithe iinternational icommunity. iSuch iobservation iwill ialso

itake iinto iaccount ithe iperformance iof ithe ielection imanagers, ithe ilevel iof iindependence

igiven ito ithem iby ilaw iand ithe iattitude iof ithe igovernment iin ienforcing ithe ielection ilaws

iand imaintaining ilaw iand iorder. It is not surprising that Musa Abutudu notes that election

observations not only have continued to be perceived with mixed feelings but also that the

verdict of election observers concerning many elections in Africa has been played down8.

The igeneral irationale ibehind ielectoral iobservation ican ibe iwell idescribed ias ifollows:

i“States, iIGOs, iNGOs, iand ischolars iwho isupport ielectoral iobservation iargue ithat iit

iincreases ivoter iand ipolitical iparty iconfidence iin ithe ielectoral iprocess, ideters ifraud iwhen

iit iexists, iand igenerates ia ithird-party ievaluation iof ielection iquality ifor iinternational iand

idomestic iaudiences, ithus imaking inegative iconsequences ifor ia ileader iwho iholds

ifraudulent ielections imore ilikely”9.

One iof ithe iprimary iaims iof ielectionI observers iin ithe iworld, iwhether idomestic ior

iinternational, iis ito istrengthen iand iexpand idemocratic ivalues iworldwide. iThey ialso

iprovide ipractical iassistances, ito ipolitical ileaders, iinstitutions, iinternal idemocracy

iandinations iin iadvancing iin itheir idemocratic ivalues iand icultures. iThey ihelp ieither iin

icommending ielections ior iexposing ielection iflaw(s). They iadvocate ifor ifree iand ifair

ielections iin iline iwith iglobal inorms. iThey ialso iadvice ifor ielectoral ibody, isecurity,
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ijudicial, iand imedia ineutralities iin ian ielectoral iprocess. iThese iobservers isafeguard

ielections iby iencouraging iopenness, iperiodic ielections, icitizen iparticipation, iand

iaccountability. They icondemn iimposition iof icandidates, iinsecurity, ipolitical ithuggery, iand

ilack iof iinternal idemocracy iamong iothers.

The iway ielections iare imanaged ihas ibeen iconsidered by ipractitioners iand ischolars ias ia

ikey iprocess ithat icontributes ito ithe icredibility iof ian ielection10. iIt iis iargued ithat iwhen

ielections iare ideveloped iaccording ito iinternational istandards, iacceptance iwill ifollow.

iHowever, isometimes ieven ielections iclassified ias ifree iand ifair iare ichallenged iand

iprotested, iwhile inot iso itechnically iperfect ielections, ihave ibeen iwidely iaccepted.

Citizensihave ia iright ito igenuine ielections, iand ithey ihave ia iright ito iknow iwhether

ielections iare igenuine. iThe imere iavowal iby ithose iin ipower ithat ian ielection ihas ibeen

itruly iand ifairly iconducted iand iits ivotes iproperly icounted irequires iblind-faith iacceptance,

iand ithat iis inot ia ibasis ifor idemocratic icitizenship ior igenuine ielections. iIn iorder ito ibe

iconfident iof ian ielection’s iauthenticity, icitizens imust ibe iable ito isee iinto ithe ivarious

iprocesses ithat icompose iit. As ia ipractical imatter, imultitudes iof icitizens icannot ibe

iexpected ito iinspect ipersonally ieach iaspect iof ian ielection’s imany icomplex iand ilarge

iscale iprocesses. iThese iinclude ithe iregistration iof ivoters iand iparties iand ithe idrawing iof

ielectoral-district iboundaries ias iwell ias ithe ifinal itabulation iand ipublication iof iresults, inot

ito imention ithe iadjudication iof idisputes iand ithe iregulations igoverning icampaigning iand

iits ifinancing, ithe iuse iof imedia iand ipublic iresources, iand iso ion11. iInstead,ithe i“eyes”iof

ithe icitizenry iwhen iit icomes ito ielections iare ithose iwho imake ithis itheir imission:

inational iand iinternational ijournalists, icitizen imonitors, iinternational iobservers, ischolars

iwho istudy ielectoral iintegrity, iand ithe iagents iof ielectoral icontestants. iIt iis ithey iwho, ito
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ichange ithe imetaphor, ishine ia ilight iinto ielections iand itheir iworkings. iAll ithese ilight-

shiners imust iin iturn iestablish itheir icredibility iwith ithe icitizens, ibut ithat itask ican ihave

imeaning ionly iwhen itransparency iis ipresent. Fact-based ianalyses iand irelevant ifindings

idepend ion ithe iability ito iwitness iprocesses iand ito iaccess ielectoral idata iin ia itimely

ifashion. Electoral itransparency, iin iother iwords, iis inot a inicety. It iis iabsolutely iand

iinescapably ifundamental ito igenuine ielections. Just ias icitizens ineed ienough iaccurate

iinformation ito imake ian iinformed ichoice iin ivoting, iso ido ithey irequire iaccurate

iinformation iabout ithe icharacter iof ielectoral iprocesses iin iorder ito ivest iauthority iin

igovernments ithat iresult ifrom ielections11. Put ianother iway, ipublic iconfidence iin ielections

iis iessential ito ipublic itrust iin igovernment.

Moreover, that itrust iis iimportant ifor ithe igovernmental istability ithat ielections iare

isupposed to ibuttress. The iinternational icommunity ihas ia istake iin ielectoral iintegrity ifor

ireasons iof peace iand isecurity. Elections iare imeant ito iresolve ipeacefully ithe icontest ifor

istate ipower, and idubious ielections iall itoo ioften ibecome iflashpoints ifor istrife12. iThe

icharters iof ithe UN iand iother iregional iorganizations, ialong with other treaties and

agreements, provide ia ifoundation ifor ielection imonitoring iand idescribe ia ilegitimate

iinternational iinterest iin iwhether ia icountry iis imeeting iits iobligations ito irespect iand

ipromote ifundamental irights iin ithis iarea. I

Incumbent igovernments, iwith ifew iexceptions, iare iduty-bound iby itheir iconstitutions iand

isolemn iinternational icommitments ito ideliver igenuine ielections ito itheir icitizens.

iGovernments ialso ihave ian iobligation ito iprotect iand ifoster ithe iright ito iseek,

ireceive,iand iimpart iinformation i(the ielements iof ifreedom iof iexpression), iwhich

ireinforces ithe irequirement iof ielectoral itransparency. iThis iobligation iholds iwhether ithose
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iseeking ito iacquire iand itransmit iinformation iare ijournalists, icitizen ielection imonitors,

iagents iof ielectoral icontestants, ischolars, ior iinternational ielection iobservers. iAnother

ifundamental iaspect iof igenuine ielections ithat isupports imonitoring iis ithe iprecept ithat

ievery icitizen ihas ithe iright ito itake ipart iin ipublic iaffairs iwithout idiscrimination ior

iunreasonable irestrictions. iThis ibroad idemocratic iprinciple ireinforces ithe iessential irole iof

icitizens iin imonitoring ielections, iwhether ias ijournalists, ischolars, imembers iof icivic

igroups, ior iagents iof ielectoral icontestants. To iclose ielectoral iprocesses iand iinformation

ito iwitnesses iis ito iblock iparticipation.

Election imonitoring iand ielectoral icredibility ithus idepend ion i“open igovernment” iand

i“open government idata” ipolicies5. Governments ithat iwant ito icount ias idemocratically

ilegitimate must iprovide ithe itransparency ineeded ito iverify ielectoral iintegrity iand ibolster

ipublic itrust. Some igovernments iand iruling iparties, ihowever, imay ibecome ibent ion

iextending itheir ipower iirrespective iof ithe ipeople’s iwill. They iwill iseek ito imanipulate

ielectoral iprocesses ieven ias ithey ideny itransparency iin iorder ito iavoid ithe istigma iof

iillegitimacy. Blocking itransparency iis iakin ito ia icriminal icover-up. Witnesses imust ibe

iavoided, iprevented ifrom itestifying, ior idiscredited. iDistractions imust ibe icreated iand

ismokescreens igenerated ito iconceal ithe ifacts iin iefforts ito ispread ipublic iconfusion iand

imake iaccountability iless ilikely. It should be expected that iauthoritarians ito ibe iinventive

iwhen icreating itactics ifor inegating igenuine ielections iwhile ihiding iwhat iis ireally itaking

iplace. Their igoal, I after iall, iis inot ionly ito imanipulate ithe ielectoral iprocess, ibut ito ibe

iable ito iclaim ilegitimacy iwhile idoing iso.

Election iin iNigeria ihas iwitnessed a ilot iof ichallenges iin ithe ipast. iSince iNigeria’s

independence iin i1960, ifree iand ifair ielections ihave iremained ia ibig ichallenge ifor
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iNigeria’s democratic iprocess. iThe iproblem iis ia itwo-sided ione: ihow ito idesign iand

iensure ian efficient, ieffective, iand ipolitically inon-partisan ielection imanagement ibody; iand

ihow ito reorient ithe icountry’s ipolitical iculture iso ithat ithe ipolitical ielite iand ithe igeneral

ipublic will ishow ia icommitment ito ithe irules iand iregulations iof ielectoral igovernance, iin

iorder ito iensure icredible iand icompetitive ielections.

In ithe iinternational ielection iobserver iprocess, ithe idegree ito iwhich iinvasive iobservation

irules iof iengagement iare inegotiated idepends ion ithe iextend iof ithe idependence ion ithe

idonor icommunity, ithe iwillingness iof ithe idonors ito iexploit ithis idependency irelationship,

ithe ipower iof ilocal iopposition iforces ito iassure ithat ithe iincumbent igovernment isupports

ithe ipresence ian iinternational iobserver, ior ithe ihonest icommitment ito i"free iand ifair"

ielections iby ithe iincumbent igovernment5. iTheir iconceptualizations iof inational isovereignty

iare ifundamental ito iunderstanding ithe isuccess iof iinternational iobserver.

1.2 Statement of the Problem

Because of the need to ensure that elections are free and free, election observers and monitoring

team had been introduced. International election observers have been in existence since the

middle of the nineteenth century. However, the practice became truly widespread much more

recently, as the “third wave” of democratic transitions took firm root in the mid-1970s. The

collapse of the Iron Curtain and the fall of brutal one-party, military, or personal dictatorships

across substantial swaths of the globe gave birth to new democracies across the world. While

most transitions produced a desire for genuine elections, in some countries ruling factions do not

really want to abide by the people’s will.

Legitimately-approved and reputable elections are viewed as a critical factor for increasing a

government's legitimacy and bolstering the social contract between people and their governments.
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Elections can result in violence and reveal the weakness of the state and its vulnerable

institutions in the absence of other functional, organisational, and prescriptive democratic

situations to dissipate and fix tensions that may arise during and after the electoral process.

Elections, due to their competitive nature, can exacerbate ethno-religious differences in some

situations, enabling actors to galvanize them for partisan reasons and violence.

National governments and international organizations like the United Nations have emphasized

the significance of peaceful and credible elections in nurturing democracy, especially in

developing countries like Nigeria. A broad consensus is emerging around the idea that, in order

to prevent violence, elections should be viewed as a process rather than an event. In other words,

an election cannot be viewed as an end in itself, but must be part of a larger and longer-term

process of democratization. The effectiveness of election observation missions relies on complex

power relations between "sovereign" countries in the North and the developing countries of the

South. Democratic elections are participatory, competitive and perceived as the legitimate route

to power, however experience indicates that not all elections are free and fair. For example the

presidential elections of 2007 and 2011 in Nigeria were characterized with various irregularities

compromising the credibility of the process.

There are few studies that have examined election monitoring and observation in Nigeria. Most

of the studies focused only on 2015 general elections and the smart card readers used for

accreditation of voters. However, this study will fill gap by focusing on both 2015 and 2019

general elections and the impact of election observer’s team on the outcome of the elections..

1.3 Aim and Objectives of the Study
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This istudy iis iaimed at investigating ielection observation iin iiNigeria's i2015 iand i2019

igeneralielections.iIt iis ifocused ion iaccessing ithe iacceptability, ivoters iconfidence,

itransparency iof ithe ielections ithrough ithe iefforts iof iDomestic ielection iobservers iso ias ito

ipromote idemocratic iprocess, ifreedom, ifairness, iand istability iof ielectoral iprocess iin iline

iwith iglobal istandard iand ielectoral inorms iin iNigeria. The objectives of this study are to;

i. examine the need for election observation

ii. examine the challenges that election observers and monitoring team encountered during

the 2015 and 2019 general elections in Nigeria.

iii. determine which of the two general elections was credible based on the assessment of

election observers.

iv. ascertain if the presence of election observers and monitoring team influenced the

credibility of general elections in Nigeria or not.

1.4 Research Question

The research questions of this study are as follows:

i. What made election monitoring and observation essential and necessary?

ii. What were the challenges that election observers monitoring team encountered during the

2015 and 2019 general elections in Nigeria?

iii. Based on the assessment of election observers monitoring team, which of the two general

elections was credible?

iv. Did the presence of election observers monitoring team influence the credibility of

general elections in Nigeria or not?

1.5 Significance of the Study
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The finding from ithe istudy iwill ibe iof iimmense ibenefits ito icitizens iof iNigeria, ielection

imonitoring ibodies iand iobservers, ipolicy imakers, igovernment iand ieducational iresearchers.

The study iwill ibe isignificant ibecause iit iwill iprovide ian iinformed iand idetailed ianalysis

ion ihow iboth iinternational iand ilocal ielection iobservers ican ihelp iensure ielection iintegrity.

Citizens will ibe iinformed ion ihow iimportant ielection imonitoring iand iobservation

iis.iElection imonitoring iteam iand iobservers iwill ibe iinformed ion ithe ineed ito ibe

itransparent iand iensure ithat ielection iis iproperly imonitored iwithout iany iform iof ibias.

Policy imakers iwill iunderstand ithat ithere iis ineed ito iformulate ipolicies ithat iwill ienable

itransparency iand ithe ineed ito iconduct ifree iand ifair ielections iin iNigeria.

This istudyiwill ienable igovernment ito understand ithe ineed inot ito iinterfere iwith ielectoral

ibodies, ithe ineed ito iunderstand ithat isuch ibodies iare iindependent iand igovernment ishould

iallow ithem ito icarry iout iheir iduties iwithout iany iinterference. iAlso, iit iwill iinform ithe

igovernment ion ithe ineed ito icreate ian ienabling ienvironment ifor ifree iand ifair ielections.

This istudy iwill contribute ito iknowledge iand iaid ifurther iresearch iwork ion ielection

imonitoring iand iobservation iin iNigeria.

1.6 Scope of the Study

This study is focused on election monitoring and observation in Africa: using Nigeria as a case

study. Specifically, the 2015 and 2019 elections will be the main focus of this study. The study

will concentrate on election observers and election monitoring as well as the electorates. The

year of concentration is 2015 and 2019.

1.7 Limitation of the Study
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There is hardly any research work without some limitations affecting it in one way or the other.

The limitations encountered in the course of this study are listed below:

Time Constraint: This study encounter some constraints in the form of time. The time

scheduled for this study is short as there are deadline to be met in the submission of this research

work.

Collection of Data: since the research work rely on primary and secondary data, it was a bit

difficult to collate enough data from election observers. During the cause of interviewing the

observers, majority of them were busy with the Anambra state gubernatorial election and were

not available in time for the interview.

Financial Constraint: Another constraint is in the form of finance because research work of this

nature require some financial expenditure. for instance, the researcher is expected to get enough

information from online libraries for up to date secondary materials but the high cost of internet

connectivity for the researcher makes it difficult at times until she is able to source for funds in

other to be able to carry out the research work so as to meet up with the deadline.

1.8 Operational Definition of Terms

Election: This refers to a formal and organized choice by vote of a person for a political office or

other position.

Election Monitoring: This involves the observation of an election by one or more independent

parties, typically from another country or from a non-governmental organization.

Electorates: This refers to all the people in a country or area who are entitled to vote in an

election.

Electoral Processes: This includes the selection of candidates, the registration of voters and the

voting procedures,
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Election Petition: This refers to the procedure for challenging the result of an election.

Voting: This is an action or process of indicating choice, opinion or choice made by an

individual or body of individuals especially in an election.

Forth Republic: This refers to the fourth period of republican government. The fourth republic

is the current republican government of Nigeria since 1999.

Democratic Consolidation: This is the process by which a new democracy matures, in a way

that it becomes unlikely to revert to authoritarianism.
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Chapter Two

Literature Review

2.1 Conceptual Study

2.1.1 iDemocracy

Democracy iis a iconcept ithat ireceives itremendous iattention ifrom ipolitical iscientists iand

other ischolars1. iNumerous iattempts ihave ibeen imade ito idefine ithe iconcept,with ia

iresulting plethora iof idefinitions iof idemocracy. iWhat iis ievident iin imost iof the idefinitions

iis ian apparent ishift iaway ifrom ithe iclassic ipopularised idefinition iof ithe iconcept iby

iAbraham Lincoln i(16th iAmerican iPresident, i1861–1865), iwho istated ithat idemocracy iis

i‘government of ithe ipeople, iby ithe ipeople, ifor ithe ipeople’. iMore imodern idefinitions

iconceive iof democracy ibeing ibased ion ispecific ivariables iorifactors. I

Some ischolars iviewidemocracy ias ipolitical icompetition ithrough iperiodic ielections, iothers

see iit ias icitizen iparticipation, iand istill iothers ilink idemocracy ito icivil iand ipolitical

liberties7. Democracy iis iviewed as i“government by ithe ipeople iwith ifull iand idirect

participation iof ithe ipeople”2. iHowever ithe itype of idemocracy ipracticed iin iAthens iwas

inot inclusive iin icomplete isense ias iit iexcluded iwomen iand islaves iwho iwere iintegral ipart

iof Greek icity istates. On the foregoing note, the quintessence of equality and social justice is

the heartbeat of democracy3.

The iconcept iof idemocracy ilacks ia iprecise isingle idefinition irather; iit iis iusually ia imatter

of iintellectual ibelief. There iare idifferent imeanings, iopinions, iperceptions iand idefinitions
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iof the iterm iby ischolars iand iphilosophers ilike iRousseau, iLocke, iJefferson, iLincoln iand

iMills. The iidea iof idemocracy iis istrange ito iAfrica iand ineeds ito ibe idomesticated ito

iNigeria ilocal conditions iand itargeted ito iher idistinctive iproblems. iA ipolitical isystem iis

idemocratic; iif it’s imost ipowerful icollective idecision imakers iare ichosen ithrough ifair,

ihonest iand iperiodic elections iin iwhich icandidates ifreely icompete ifor ivotes iand iin iwhich

ivirtually iall ithe iadult population iis ieligible ito ivote4. iIt ialso iimplies ithe iexistence iof iall

ithose icivil iand ipolitical freedoms ito ispeak, ipublish, iassemble iand iorganize ithat iare

inecessary ifor ipolitical idebate and ithe iconduct iof ielectoral icampaign. Democracy iis a

isystem iof icommunity igovernment iin iwhich iby iand ilarge ithe imembers iof ithe

icommunity iparticipate ior imay iparticipate idirectly ior iindirectly iin imaking idecisions,

iwhich iaffect ithem4. iThis iimplies ithat idemocracy icould ibe iseen ias iany isystem iof

igovernment ithat iis irooted iin ithe inotion ithat iultimate iauthority iin ithe igovernance iof ithe

ipeople irightly ibelongs ito ithe ipeople iand ieverybody iis ientitled ito ianiequitable

iparticipation iand ishare iin ithe iequal irights iwhere iequitable isocial iand ieconomic ijustice

iare ithe iinalienable irights iof iindividual icitizens iin ithe isociety.

Democracy imeans ithe iinvolvement iof ithe ipeople iin ithe irunning iof ithe ipolitical, isocio-

economic iand icultural iaffairs iof itheir iorganization. Democracy ias ia isystem ithrough

iwhich idecision-making iis itransferred ito ipeople ithat ihave igained ipower iin ia icompetitive

istruggle ifor ithe ivotes iof icitizens4. It iis ia isituation iin iwhich ipeople ihave ithe iopportunity

iof iaccepting ior irejecting ithe imen iwho iare ito irule ithem. iDemocracy iis ia ipolitical

isystem icharacterized iby iregular iand ifree ielections iin iwhich ipoliticians iorganized iinto

ipolitical iparties; icompete ifor ipower iby iright iof ithe ivirtue iof iall iadults ito ivote iand iby

ithe iguarantee iof ia irange iof ipolitical iand icivil irights. iDemocracy iis ia igovernment iof
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ithe ipeople iby ithe ipeople iand ifor ithe ipeople5.ISome scholars contend that Nigeria had

never experienced democracy, that neither during colonial rule nor since independence has

Nigeria been a democratic country, rather that Nigeria strove to be a democracy but was never

one. Hence, they argue that the problem is and has always been the colonial legacy of false-hood

democracy deprived of social justice5.

2.1.2 iDemocratic iConsolidation

Democratic consolidation is construed as a stage in a country’s democratic process where

democracy acquires some characteristics of stability. Consolidation cannot take place unless

certain political features are present in a country operating a democratic regime6. Some of these

features have been identified as ‘routinized, recurrent and predictable patterns of political

behaviour: defining clear workable rules of the game, establishing more authoritative, proficient,

and dependable structures for mediating political conflicts. In addition, for a democracy to

consolidate, the predisposition to authoritarian reversal should be remote.

The military as an alternate domain of the exercise of political power should exhibit total loyalty

to democratic institutions, thus forestalling the possibility or threat of overthrowing an elected

government. Most importantly, democratic consolidation becomes overt in a society when the

rights of citizens are guaranteed, and the ruling elite is accountable and responsive to the

populace. A further hallmark of democratic consolidation is that the masses are well acquainted

with political procedures and norms that is, the masses ‘routinize, internalize, habituate, and

legitimate’ these norms and procedures. The absence of horizontal accountability has hindered

Nigeria from achieving democratic consolidation. Over time, the executive in Nigeria has

displayed horizontal unaccountability through their highhandedness and disregard for legislative

summons. A recent example of this contempt is the failure of President Buhari to honour the
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summon of the House of Representatives to discuss the state of insecurity in Nigeria on

December 10, 20207.

Democratic consolidation thus incorporates vast criss-crossing or variegated governance issues

that border on people-centred government, and responsive political leadership that is absolutely

accountable to the electorate. It also implies permanence of the regime. This is not to say that

consolidated democracies are immune against political squabbles8. Even in old and stable

democracies, instability resulting from political upheavals which in turn result from dwindling

economic fortunes – can culminate in social distortions. This pattern can be seen in recent anti-

austerity demonstrations in Europe in 2011 and 2012 which were the result of the global

economic recession that began in 2008.

Two impediments to democratic consolidation had been outlined9. These are the threat of ethnic

conflicts in multi-ethnic states, and the disenchantment by citizenry which arises from the

inability of democratic regimes to deliver democratic dividends to improve the living conditions

of the masses9. This is precisely the case in the ‘third wave’ democracies, especially those that

evolved in the 1990s in Africa – including Nigeria. In these countries, there has been growing

disenchantment of the citizenry because of worsening social conditions of the people after more

than a decade of the start of democracy. Democratic consolidation therefore means much more

than mere existence of institutions and periodic elections.

2.2i Theoretical iReview

2.2.1 iRepresentative iTheory

The iprinciple iof irepresentation iis ivery icritical ifor imodern idemocracy. iThis iis ibecause,

icontemporary istates; i“involve ilarge idemographic iand ipopulation isizes, imulticulturalism,

imultiplicity iand icomplexity iof iinterests, imaturity iand iage-related iconditions ifor iactive
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iparticipation”10. iHence, idemocracy iin iits iclassical isense ithe iprinciple iof ipopular

iparticipation isense ihas ibecome ipractically iimpossible itoday ibecause iof ithe isize iof ithe

icontemporary ipolity. This is ifar ihigher ithan ithe iAthenian icity-state iwhich iis icloser ito

ithe irealization iof ithe iideal iof ipopular iparticipation.

In iorder ito iovercome ithe ichallenges iposed iby ithe isize, icomplexity iand imulticultural

inature iof ithe imodern istate, ipolitical itheorists ihave icome iout iwith idifferent iphilosophies,

imodels iand ivariant iof idemocracy; iall iof iwhich icould inot ibe idiscussed ihere. iDemocratic

itheory iis iin ia istate iof iflux11. There iare ialmost ias imany idifferences iamong ithinkers

iwithin ieach iof ithe imajor istrands iof ipolitical ianalysis, ias ithere iare, itraditions

ithemselves”.I

Broadly ihowever, idemocracy ican ibe iseen iwithin ithe iprism iof iparticipatory, iliberal

orirepresentative, iand isocial idemocracy. iParticipatory idemocracy istrives ito icreate

opportunities. Participation iof icitizens iis iat ithe ivery iheart iof ithe iidea iof idemocracy

especially icitizens icommitted ito idemocratic ivalues. Mindful iof itheir icivic iduties ithose

who ibecome iinvolved iin ipolitical iactivities iare ithe ilifeblood iof iany imodern idemocratic

isystem12. Democracy iexperienced igreat itransformation iby ithe ibeginning iof itheinineteenth

icentury, iwhen iit iwas ibeginning ito ibe ithought iof ias ithe iright iof icitizens, ito iparticipate

iin ithe iRepresentative iTheory

2.2.3 Development iTheory iand iDemocracy iDiscourse

Development iis a isocial itransformation iof isociety ion ia igradual iprocess. iDevelopment iis

ian iadvancement iin ithe isocial iway iof iliving, iincluding ieconomic iand ipolitical isystem12.

iIt icentre m s ion igradual ichange iand iresponse ito iinternal iand iexternal ifactors ithat

iaccelerate idevelopment. iDemocracy iand idemocratic iconsolidation iare icatalysts ifor
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inational idevelopment iin ithe icontemporary iworld.Democracy iis iabout iimprovement iof ithe

isociety; ithat ia istate ior ination ithat iwants ito iimprove ion iits isocial-political iexistence

ineed idemocratic isystem iof igovernance12. I

Democracy iand idevelopment igoes itogether, isociety ithat iwant ito iovercome iher ipolitical

ichallenges icannot ido iwithout idemocracy, iit iis ian iingredient ifor isocio-economic

idevelopment, ipeace iand istability13. The iprevious ipolitical isystem iof igovernment ilike

ioligarchy, idictatorship iand iautocratic istyle iof iadministration ibreed idespotic ileader iwhich

ion ithe ilong irun ipromote isocial idiscontent iand ipolitical iinstability. iThere iis ino

ialternative ito imodernization iof ihuman isociety ithrough igradual idevelopment ibased ion

idemocratic ipractice. Western iEurope, iUnited iStates iand iChina iare ipolitically iand

ieconomically istable itoday ibecause iof istable idemocracy iand igood ileadership.

2.2.4 Governance iTheory

Governance iturned iinto a inotable iapproach iapparatus iin ithe imid i1990s iafter ithe iexit iof

the iCold iWar iin i1989. Governance ihad ibeen iconnenected ito ianother imethod iof

overseeing iby ithe ikey ientertainers iat iInternational iCommunity, ibecause iof

itheiridisappointment iwith the iwastefulness iand iwrongness iin iasset iassignment iand iusage

iby inumerous isovereign countries ithe ivast imajority iof iwhom iare iin ithe iemerging

idemocracies14. 1This imay ibe connected ito ithe iabsence iof icomprehensiveness iof iother

ibasic ipartners iin istrategy iplan and iusage. I

In ilike imanner, ijust ian iall iaround ieducated iand itaught ipopulace ican ibe itrusted ito

iassume the idynamic ijob iin iadministration itrue ito iform iof ithem iunder ithe iadministration

worldview15. Besides, iin ispite iof ithe iconfinements iof ithe iGovernance ihypothesis, iit

idespite everything istays ia imore iconsiderate ihypothesis icontrasted iwith ithe iElites
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ihypothesis ito ithe extent ithat iit ithinks iabout ithe inecessities iand idesires ifor ithe imajority

iin istrategy idetailing and iexecution, idespite ithe ifact ithat ithis iis ipracticed ithrough itheir

ichosen iagents. The above ialong ithese ilines isurmises ithat ithere imust ibe ia isolid

icooperative ienergy ibetween the ipolitical iprocedure iand iadministration iin iNigeria, iwith

ithe iend igoal ithat iif ithe Nigerian political iprocedure irejects ithe iindividuals iby inot itaking

iinto icontemplations itheir necessities and idesires iand ireflecting ithem iin ikey iarrangements

iand ichoices, iit iis idestined ifor disappointment.

This iis ion ithe igrounds ithat isince ithe iability ito ipractice ipolitical iauthority iis igotten

ifrom ithe iindividuals ithrough ifree iand ireasonable idecisions iheld ioccasionally, iany

ienemies iof iindividual’s istrategies iand iprojects iwould imean ia idefinitive iloss iof ithe

iability ito ispeak ito ithe iindividuals iby ithe ipolitical iclass16. This iinfers igreat

iadministration iwhich idepends ion ithe iadvancement iof ithe ioverall igovernment iassistance

iof ithe ipopulace iis ithe ireal istage ifor ithe iproceeded iwith iexercise iof ipolitical iexpert iin

ia imajority irule igovernment ilike iNigeria.

2.3 Review of Empirical Studies

The ielections iin iAfrica, iusing ithe i2015 ielectionsiin iNigeria ito ishow ithe isignificance iand

effect iof icredible ielections ito idemocratic iconsolidation iwas iexamined in Nigeria17.

iSituating its iargument iwithin ithe icontext iof iStaffan iLindberg itheoretical ipostulation.

iWhile iit ican be iargued ithat ielections iare inot ienough ifor ithe iconsolidation iof idemocracy,

ielections iare fast iemerging ias ia isignificant icomponent iof idemocratization. iNot ileast,

ibecause itheir regularity ihas ienhanced ifreedom iand iliberalization, ibut ialso ibecause ithey

ihave ibeen ithe cause iand/or ieffect iof idemocratic iconsolidation.



30

As ia ikey icomponent iof idemocracy, ielections ihave ibecome ithe ibarometer iand itemplate

upon iwhich iother iliberal idemocratic iprinciples iare iinstitutionalised. iThe istudy iadopts ia

qualitative ianalysis idrawing idata ifrom iPhD ifield iwork iconducted iin i2014. iIt ialso imakes

use iof iavailable itexts ifrom iINEC idocument, ielections iobservers’ ireports, idata ifrom

Freedom iHouse iand iPolity iscores iand iother idocumentary ievidences ito ianalyze ithe

election.ITheistudy iargues ithat, iregularities iof ielections ihave ipotential ifor idemocratic

improvement iand ithat ithe i2015 ielections ihave irestored iNigeria iback ion ithe ipath iof

democratic iconsolidation ithrough ielite iacceptance iof ielectoral ioutcome, ielectoral iturnover,

eliteipactiandiconsensus,icoordinatedioppositioniandieffective electoral imanagement. iIt

furtherisuggestsithat imore idemocratic ireforms iare irequired ito iensure istrengthening iof ithe

ielectoral iprocess iand iinstitutions iin ithe iinterest iof idemocratic iconsolidation iin iNigeria.

A study on Electoral Process and its Workability through adult Education Programmes was

examined in Nigeria18. The study has carefully perused the title, Nigerian electoral process and

it’s Workability through adult education. In the process it conceptualized election, electoral

process, education, and Adult Education as a major approach of achieving a workable Nigerian

electoral process through the realistic adult education programmes which are capable of re-

orientating the eligible votes. The paper also mirrored briefly the historical background of the

Independent National Electoral Commission in Nigeria. It also considered three adult education

programmes through which the Nigerian electoral process can become viable and finally,

suggestions were made. They include: adopting A-Two party system as against multi-party

system; ensuring realistic campaign process by political parties among others.

The idynamic inature iof ielectionI observation iin idemocratizingI states iwas iexplored iin

Africa19.IThe istudy iexamines ithe irelationship ibetween ithe ipolitical iincentives iof
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iinternational iorganizations iand ithe iactions iof itheir ielection iobserver imissions.

Specifically, iit ifocuses ion ithe ipolitics ithat isurround ithe ielection iobservation imissions

ideployed iby ithe iAfrican iUnion iand ithe iSouthern iAfrican iDevelopment iCommunity iand

icompares ithem ito itheir iWestern icounterparts, ithe iEuropean iUnion iand ithe

iCommonwealth iof iNations. iBy icomparing iand icontrasting ithe ipolitical iagendas iand

ibiases iof ithese iorganizations, ithis iwork iestablishes ithat iall iorganizations ihave ipolitical

iincentives iwhen iit icomes ito ielection iobservation.I

While ithese ibiases imay ivary idepending ion ithe iorganization, iwhether ithey iare

iindependent iactors ior iextensions iof ipowerful istates, ithey iprovide ian iunderstanding iof

ithe icomplexities iinvolved iin ielection iobservation iand ioffer iinsights iinto iinternational

iorganization ibehavior.I This iwork ifinds ithat iAfrican iinternational iorganizations iare itaking

ia imore iprominent iplace iin ithe ipolitical iaffairs iof itheir imember istates iand iinfluencing

ithe inature iof ielection iobservation.I As ielection iobservation icontinues ito ibe ia igrowing

iindustry ithat iincreasingly iincludes iregional iactors, ithis idissertation iexamines ithe

iimplications iof ithisishifting ipolitical ienvironment.I The ifindings iof ithis iwork iemphasize

ithe iimportance iof ipaying icloser iattention ito iregional iactors iin ielection iobservation.

A istudy ion ithe ieffects iof iElectoral iMalpractice ion ithe iPath ito iDemocratic iConsolidation

iwas icarried iout in Nigeria20. The iconduct iof ifree iand ifair ielections iprovides ia iyardstick

ito imeasure ithe iquality iof idemocracy iin ia icountry. Credible ielections iare ithe iplatform

ion iwhich ithe ipopulace ipartakes iin idemocracy iby ielecting irepresentatives iof itheir ichoice

ias ipublic ioffice iholders. This iprocess ienhances ithe iconfidence iof ivoters iin

idemocratisation, iand irekindles ithe iprospect iof iconsolidating idemocratic iinstitutions,
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iparticularly iin idemocratising istates. iThe iconduct iof ielections iin iNigeria isince i1999 ihas

ibeen iinundated iwith ispiralling imalpractices iin ithe ielectioneering iprocess. I

The itrend ihas iworsened iwith ieach iround iof ielections, ias itypified iby ithe i1999, i2003

iand i2007 ipolls. During ithese ithree ielections, irigging, iviolence iand iintimidation

iflourished. How ido isuch imalpractices iaffect ithe iquality iof iNigeria’s idemocracy? How ido

ielectoral imalpractices iaffect ithe ioutcome iof ielections iin iNigeria? Can idemocracy ibe

iconsolidated iin iNigeria iin ithe iface iof ielections ithat ido inot ireflect ithe iwill iof ithe

ivoters? How ican iNigeria ichart a icredible ipath itowards istabilizing ithe icountry’s

idemocracy? iThis istudy imade iuse iof iqualitative idata. It iargued ithat iit iis inot ithe

iregularity iof ielections ithat ican istrengthen idemocratic iheritage iin iNigeria, ibut ihow

itransparent ithe icountry’s ielectoral iprocess iis.

A istudy ion ielections iand idemocratic iconsolidation iwith ireference ito ithe i2019 iGeneral

ielections iwas icarried out in Nigeria21. Elections iare icentral ito ithe iexistence, istability iand

idevelopment iof idemocracies; iand ipolitical iparties iplay isignificant irole iin isuch

idemocracies. The iviability iand ipreference iof idemocracy as ia iform iof igovernment iabove

iothers iis ipredicated ion ithe iunique iprominence, irelevance iand iopportunity iit iaffords

iforipopular iparticipation. It iis iagainst ithis ibackdrop ithat ithis iwork iexamines ithe

isuccesses iand ichallenges irecorded iin ithe i2019 iGeneral ielections iin iNigeria iwith ia iview

ito iproviding ia ibetter ialternative ifor ian iimproved ielection iin ithe ifuture. I

This istudy iadopted ithe iElite itheory iby iGaetano iMoscoa, iVilfredo iPareto iand iRobert

iMichels ias iits iframework iof ianalysis. The idata iused ifor ithis istudy iwere icollected

ithrough ithe isecondary isources iwhich iwere iobtained ifrom ithe ireview iof irelated iliterature.

iDespite ithe iappreciation ithat ionly icredible ielection ican iconsolidate iand isustain iNigeria’s
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inascent idemocracy, ielection ioften iresult ito iconfrontations ithat icontinue ito ithreaten ithe

ipolitical istability, ipeace iand ithe ivery iexistence iof ithe ination. iThe imajor ifindings iof ithe

iresearch iare: ithat ithe i2019 igeneral ielections iwere ito ia ilarge iextent ifraudulent ias ithey

idid inot ilargely ireflected ivoters ichoice idue ito iinflation iof ielection iresult ifigures,

imultiple ivoting, ifalsification iof ielection iresults, idelay iin icommencement iof ivoting, iresult

imanipulation iand iwholesale isubversion iof ithe iwill iof ipeople iwhich iwere ilargely

iperpetrated iby ithe iincumbents.I The istudy ialso ifound iout ithat ithe i2019 igeneral ielections

ihave ilower idemocratic iquality iand ihigher icredibility ideficit ias icompared ito i2015

igeneral ielections. Most ivoters iwere iinduced iwith imoney by ipoliticians iboth ithose iin

ipower iand ithose iseeking ito ibe iin ipower ito iinfluence ivoter’s ichoice iof icandidate ior

ipolitical iparty iin iorder ito iretain ior icapture ipolitical ipower. iThe iresearch irecommends

ithat ithe iareas ithat irecorded isignificant iimprovement ishould ibe imaintained iwhile iin ithe

iareas iwhere ithere iwere iof ichallenges ishould ibe ilooked iinto iagainst ifuture ielections.

A istudy ion ithe itrends iin ielectoral iviolence iwas iconducted in Nigeria22. Since ithe

iIndependence iera, ielections iin iNigeria ihave ibeencharacterized iby ihigh iscale iof ielectoral

imalpractices, imoney ipolitics, electoral iviolence iand ithe iuse iof iethno-religious idivide

iiniorder itoinfluence ithe ivoting ipatterns iof ithe ielectorates. Electoral iviolence iisone iof ithe

istrategies iemployed iby iNigerian ipoliticians iduringelectioneering iperiod. Desperate iand

ipower idrunk ipoliticians ioftensponsor iunemployed iyouths iand istark iilliterates ito icarry

iout iassaultson itheir iperceived ipolitical iopponents iwith ia iview ito imanipulatingelection

iresults ito itheir iown iadvantage. I

A istudy ion iethnicity iand ireligion: ikey iindicators iinelectoral isystem iwas icarried iout in

Nigeria23.Since ithe iamalgamation iof iSouthern iand iNorthern iprotectorates by ithe
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iGovernor- iGeneral, iSir iFredrick iLord iLugard iin i1914, iNigeria ihas ipassed ithrough

idifferent iphases iof ipolitical idevelopment. iPrior ito iNigeria’s ipolitical iindependence ifrom

iGreat iBritain, ithere iwere ithree idominant ipolitical iparties ithat ienjoyed ilarge ifollowership

ibased ion iethno-religious ilines. iThe iAction iGroup i(AG) iwas iled iby iObafemi iAwolowo,

iSamuel iAkintola iand iAnthony iEnahoro. iAG iwas ia ipolitical iparty ithat iheld isway iin ithe

iWestern iregion idominated iby ithe iYoruba iand iEdo iethnic igroups. iThe iNorthern iPeoples

iCongress i(NPC) iwas iformed iby ileading ipoliticians isuch ias iSir iAhmadu iBello iand

iTafawa iBalewa. iNPC iwas ithe ipredominant iparty iof ithe iMuslim idominated iHausa/Fulani

itribes iof iNorthern iNigeria. iNational iCouncil iof iNigeria iand ithe iCameroons i(NCNC) iled

iby iDr. iNnamdi iAzikiwe iprotected ithe iinterests iofthe iIbo ispeaking ipeople iof iEastern

iregion iwho iare imainly iChristians. iIntra-party iconflicts iwithin iAG, ielection irigging iand

itribal ipolitics iin ithe iearly i1960s’ iprompted ithe imilitary ito istage ia icoup id’e itat ion

iJanuary i15, i1966.

iBetween i1966 iand i1979, iNigeria iwas iunder idifferent imilitaryregimes. iThe ipolitical

iparties ithat iemerged ishortly ibefore i1979 iGeneral iElections ialso ifollowed ithe ipatterns iof

iNigeria’s iFirst iRepublic. The iNational iParty iof iNigeria iwas itheisuccessor iparty ito ithe

idefunct iNPC. iThe iUnity iParty iof iNigeria irode ion ithe isuccess iof iAG iin iWestern

iNigeria, iwhile ithe iNigerian iPeople’s iParty i(NPP) itook ithe ibaton iof iEastern iregion

ipolitics ifrom iNCNC. iResults iof ithe iPresidential iElections iof i1979 iand i1983

irespectively ishowed ithat iNigerians ivoted ialong iethno-religious iconfigurations. The i2011

iElection iepitomized iethno-religious idivide iin iNigeria. iThe iemergence iof iPresident

iGoodluck iJonathan ifrom ithe iChristian iSouth- iSouth iminority iethnic igroup isparked ilarge

iscale iviolence iin ithe iMuslim idominated iNorthern istates iof iNigeria. iSeveral iChristians
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iand iSoutherners iwere iunjustly ikilled iafter ithe iannouncement iof ithe iresults23. iAlready,

itop ipoliticians iare ibeginning ito iuse ireligion iand iethnicity ias ipropaganda iin iorder ito

iappeal ito ithe iconsciousness iof iNigerians. iBy iFebruary i2015, ianother iPresidential

iElection iwas iheld iin iNigeria. iIt iis iagainst ithis ibackground ithat ithis istudy iexamines ito

iwhat iextent iwill iethnicity iand ireligion iinfluence ivoting ipatterns iin iNigeria’s iupcoming

ielections. iThe iresearch iadvocates ifor ia imassive ire-orientation iof iboth ithe ipolitical iclass

iand ithe ielectorates iin iorder ito iput iNigeria ion ithe iright itrack ifor iall iround idevelopment.

A istudy ion ivoting iwithout ichoosing: iEthnic iVoting iBehaviour iand iVoting iPatterns iin

2015 iPresidential iElection iand iImplications ifor iInstitutionalisation iof iSocial iConflicts iwas

carried out in Nigeria24. iNigeria’s i2015 iPresidential iElection iwas iwidely iseen ias

icompetitive, ifair iand iless iviolent ithan iother ielections isince ithe itransition ito idemocracy

iin i1999. iThis istudy idoes inot iargue iotherwise.iRather, iit iproblematizes iethnic ivoting

ibehaviour iand ivoting ipatterns iobserved iin ithe ielection iand iraises iquestions iabout itheir

iimplications ifor iinstitutionalisation iof idemocracy iand isocial iconflicts iin iNigeria. iIt

iargues ithat iwhile ischolarly iexaminations iportray ithe ipresidential ielection iresults ias

i‘victory ifor idemocracy’, inot ileast ibecause ian iincumbent ipresident iwas idefeated ifor

itheifirst itime iin iNigeria, ianalysis iof ithe ispatial istructure iof ivotes icast ireveals ia

ipredominant ipattern iof ivoting ialong iethnic, ireligious iand igeospatial ilines. I

It ifurther icontends ithat ithis iidentity-based ivoting inot ionly itranslates iinto ia iphenomenon

iof i‘voting iwithout ichoosing,’ ibut iis ialso iproblematic ifor isocial icohesion, iinterethnic

iharmony iand ipeacebuilding iin iNigeria. The irelaxation iof iagitations ifor iresource icontrol

iin ithe iNiger iDelta ithroughout iPresident iJonathan’s itenure iand iits irevival iin ipost-

Jonathan iregime iis iillustrative iof ithe idilemmas iand icontradictions iof iethnic ivoting iand
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ivoting iwithout ichoosing iin iNigeria. iThis iobservation idraws ipolicy iattention ito

iaddressing istructural iunderpinnings iof ithe irelationship ibetween iethnicity, igeography iand

ivoting ibehaviour iin iNigerian ipolitics iso ias ito iconsolidate idemocratic igains iand ienhance

idemocratic ipeace iin iNigeria.

A istudy ion ithe iGeographical iPattern iand iStructure iof ithe i2011 iand i2015 iPresidential

Election iwas iconducted in Nigeria25. Election iresults iin iNigeria iwere iexamined foripattern,I

structure, iand iassociation iwith isocioeconomic ivariables. iThere iwas ia

cleariindicationithatithe idominant ipolitical iparties ihave iappeal ialong iregional ilines, ithis

changed islightly ifor iAPC iin i2015 ibut iremained ithe isame ifor iPDP. iPolarization iwas

found iat ithe inational ilevel. Correlation ianalysis ishows ithere iis isignificant iassociation

between ivoting irate ifor iparties iand ithe iaverage ihousehold isize, iprevalence iof

malnutrition iamong i5 iyear iolds, itribalism iindex iand iindices iof iease iof idoing ibusiness.

The istudy ihighlights ithe ispatial istructure iof ithe ivotes icasted iby ithe ielectorate iand

howiaction iof iindividuals icreate ia ipattern iwhich ihas iserious iimplications for the

directionitaken iby ipoliticians. As such ithere iis ineed ifor ielectoral iagencies ito iintensify

ieffort ionivoters’ ieducation, idiscourage iuse iof iethnic iand ireligious isentiments iduring

ielectoral icampaigns iand iensure iincreased ivoters iparticipation. A istudy ion iPolitical iStakes

iand iThe iChanging iPatterns iof iElections: iA iComparative iAssessment iof ithe i2015 iand

i2019 iPresidential iElections iwas carried out in Nigeria26. iThe istudy ioffers ia icontextual

idiscourse ion ithe inature iof ipolitical istakes iand ithe ichanging idynamics iof ielections iin

iNigeria iby icomparing ithe i2015 iand i2019 iPresidential ielections ias iits imain ifocus iof

ianalysis. iUsing iqualitative itechnique iwhich iinvolves ithe iuse iof isecondary isources iand

ipersonal iinterviews iwith icertain ikey iactors iand iexperts iin ithe ipolitical inarrative iof
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iNigeria, ithe iarticle iis iable ito ipredict ithat ielections iand ivoting ipatterns iare idriven iby

icertain iagendas iand idiscourses ithat iare inot ionly iused iby ithe ipolitical iactors ibut iby ithe

imedia iand iall iits icommunication itools ito ifurther iproject, iset iand idefine ithe ikey itopical

iissues iin ithe ielectoral iprocess. I

These idiscourses iand iagenda-setting iultimately iinfluence ithe ipattern iand ifurther iraise ithe

istakes iin ithe ielections igiven ithat ivoters iare ialready istuck iwith ithese iissues, iwhich

iultimately iinformed itheir ichoice iof icandidate. iThus, iwithin ithe iNigerian icontext, ithese

idiscourses iare iused ito iheavily iinfluence ivoters’ ichoices iand ito idefine ithe idirection iof

ithe ivoting, ias ievidenced iin iboth ithe i2015 iand i2019 iPresidential ielections iin ithe

icountry.

A study ion iContentious iElections, iPolitical iExclusion, iand iChallenges iof iNational

iIntegration iwas iexamined in Nigeria26. iThe iroles iof ihate ispeech, iethnicity iand iregion

iwere ivery icentral ito ithe i2015 igeneral ielections iin iNigeria. I

Essentially, ithe ielections icreated i“mobilisationalgaps”, ibuilt iaround ireligion iand iethnicity.

iThese ifactors ishaped ithe ipre- iand ipostelection iperiods iand idivisions ibetween iethnic

igroups iassociated iwith ithe iincumbent iregime i(in-group) iand iother iethnic igroups i(out-

group). iThis itriggerediwidespread iinter-group imistrust iand iinsecurity iwhich ihave

iconduced iinto ipost-election iappointments ialong iprimordial ilines ilike ireligion, iregion iand

iethnicity. iConsequently, ipolitical iinclusion iand inational iintegration ihave ibecome ielusive.

iDespite ithe iemphasis iof iGoal i#10.2 iof ithe i2030 iAgenda ifor iSustainable iDevelopment

ion ipolitical iinclusion iof ieveryone iirrespective iof irace iand iethnicity, ipost-election

iappointments ihave ibeen idivisive.
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Using iqualitative iresearch iapproach, ithis istudy iinvestigates ithe ilink ibetween ithe ioutcome

iof ithe i2015 ipresidential ielection, ipolitical iexclusion iand inational iintegration iin iNigeria.

iIt iposits ithat idemocratisation iof ipolitics iis ithe ipanacea ifor ipolitical itension iin iNigeria.

A study on elections and democratic consolidation with reference to the 2019 General elections

was carried out in Nigeria27. Elections are central to the existence, stability and development of

democracies; and political parties play significant role in such democracies. The viability and

preference of democracy as a form of government above others is predicated on the unique

prominence, relevance and opportunity it affords for popular participation. It is against this

backdrop that this work examines the successes and challenges recorded in the 2019 General

elections in Nigeria with a view to providing a better alternative for an improved election in the

future.

The study adopted the Elite theory by Gaetano Moscoa, Vilfredo Pareto and Robert Michels as

its framework of analysis. The data used for this study were collected through the secondary

sources which were obtained from the review of related literature. Despite the appreciation that

only credible election can consolidate and sustain Nigeria’s nascent democracy, election often

result to confrontations that continue to threaten the political stability, peace and the very

existence of the nation. The major findings of the research are: that the 2019 general elections

were to a large extent fraudulent as they did not largely reflected voters choice due to inflation of

election result figures, multiple voting, falsification of election results, delay in commencement

of voting, result manipulation and wholesale subversion of the will of people which were largely

perpetrated by the incumbents.

The study also found out that the 2019 general elections have lower democratic quality and

higher credibility deficit as compared to 2015 general elections. Most voters were induced with
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money by politicians both those in power and those seeking to be in power to influence voter’s

choice of candidate or political party in order to retain or capture political power. The research

recommends that the areas that recorded significant improvement should be maintained while in

the areas where there were of challenges should be looked into against future elections.

2.4 Conceptual Review

2.4.1 Concept of Election

An election is a formal group decision-making process by which a population chooses an

individual or multiple individuals to hold public office. Elections in Nigeria are forms of

choosing representatives to the Federal Government of Nigeria and the various states and local

government councils in Nigeria28. Elections have been the usual mechanism by which modern

representative democracy has operated since the 17th century. In many places, an election to the

government is usually a competition among people who have already won a primary election

within a political party29. Elections may fill offices in the legislature, sometimes in the executive

and judiciary, and for regional and local government30.

The universal use of elections as a tool for selecting representatives in modern representative

democracies is in contrast with the practice in the democratic archetype, ancient Athens, where

the Elections were not used were considered an oligarchic institution and most political offices

were filled using allotment, by which officeholders were chosen by lot. Electoral reform

describes the process of introducing fair electoral systems where they are not in place, or

improving the fairness or effectiveness of existing systems.

Electoral systems are the detailed constitutional arrangements and voting systems that convert

the vote into a political decision. The first step is to tally the votes, for which various vote

counting systems and ballot types are used. Voting systems then determine the result on the basis
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of the tally. Most systems can be categorized as either proportional or majoritarian. Among the

former are party-list proportional representation and additional member system. Among the latter

are First Past the Post electoral system (relative majority) and absolute majority. Many countries

have growing electoral reform movements, which advocate systems such as approval voting,

single transferable vote, instant runoff voting or a Condorcet method; these methods are also

gaining popularity for lesser elections in some countries where more important elections still use

more traditional counting methods. While openness and accountability are usually considered

cornerstones of a democratic system, the act of casting a vote and the content of a voter's ballot

are usually an important exception.

The secret ballot is a relatively modern development, but it is now considered crucial in most

free and fair elections, as it limits the effectiveness of intimidation. Elections could be seen as

institutionalized procedures for the choosing of office holders by some or all the recognized

members of a society. So an electoral system exists to· provide the electorate with opportunity

and the right to choose their representatives and maintain contact with them. Hence, for an

electoral system to be democratic, it must provide for equal electorate and the freedom of the

electorates to make a real and meaningful choice devoid of coercion or intimidation.

In effect, 'election would be deemed to be democratic-and hence good if it is free and fair and not

based on patronage of any kind'. Therefore, elections in Nigeria though seen as a means of

controlling the government; within context of electorate’s participation reveal a rather disturbing

'state’ that has called for serious concern. Since the transition to democracy in May 1999, the

country has conducted six general elections, each marred by various irregularities and

controversies, thus raising emerging and competing issues31. The Nigerian electoral process since

independence has gained an unenviable reputation for fraudulent practices.
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“Elections are means of selecting representative of the people in different public positions within

the polity”. It was stressed that Elections are critical aspects for democratic governance of

modern political societies. They are considered as apparatus for political choice, mobilization

and accountability. In the liberal democratic paradigm that has become the most popular form of

democracy in today’s globalization era, elections are expected to cushion transition from one

civilian regime to another and ease in legitimizing sitting governments5. Electoral process is a

pillar of democracy because it gives effect to the right to govern by consent.Election as a way of

selecting ‘good types’ of politicians who would pursue the common good instead of their

factional interests6. Election is known as a post mortem of the record of those in office, whose

performance may have little to do with promises made when they were last elected”6.

Electoral iSystem

Electoral isystem iis ia iprocess iby iwhich icitizens iof ia igiven idemocratic ientity ielect

irepresentative ito ihandle itheir imachinery iof igovernment. This iis idone ithrough ivote

icasting. iElectoral isystem iis ionly ione ifactor iin ithe ievolution iof ia iparty isystem, ibut ithe

ieffects iof idifferent ielectoral isystem ican ibe ifound iin ithe istructure, iideology, ithe ipattern

iof ithe iparty iinteraction iand ithe imembers iof ithe iparties ithat icompete iin ithe ipolitical

isystem15. An ielectoral isystem iconsists iof imore ithan ithe imethod iof icounting ivotes icast

iby ithe ivoters.

A ifull idescription iof ian ielectoral isystem iwould iinclude isuch ifactors ias ithe iextent iof

ifranchise ithat iis, iwho iis ientitled ito ivote? iIt iwould iinclude ithe irules irelating ito ithe

icandidates iand iparties, iand ithose iregulating ithe iadministration iof ielection, iespecially ithe

iprovision iagainst icorruption. iElectoral isystem iis ithe iinstitutionalized iarrangements iby

imeans iof iwhich ian ielection iis iconducted iand ithe ipurpose iof ithe ielection ifulfilled32.
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Concept iof iElection iObservation i

Election iobservation iis ian iimportant itool itowards ipromoting idemocracy iand igood

igovernance iin ithe isociety. The ipresence iof iimpartial iand icredible iobservers icreates ia

ikind iof ilegitimacy iand iconfidence iin ithe ielectoral iprocess iof ithe ihost icountry33. iDue ito

ithis iimportant irole iplayed iby ithe ielection imonitoring iteam, ithe isystem iaccommodatesiset

iof icategories iwho iwill iinvolve iin ithe imonitoring iof ielection ito iensure ismooth iand ifree

iexercise iin ithe iprocess iof itransferring ipower ifrom ione icivil iadministration ito ianother.

These iinclude: ithe iStates, iIntergovernmental iOrganizations i(IGOs) iand iNon-

Intergovernmental iOrganizations i(NGOs).

The iStates i– The invitation iof iStates ito imonitor ielection ihas ito ido iwith irelationship iof

the ihost icountry iwith iother icountries. The ibilateral ior imultilateral irelations iof ia icountry

can iinfluence ithe ihost icountry ito icall ion ifriendly icountries iwithin iand ibeyond iits iregion

to iwitness iand imonitor ithe iconduct iof ielection iin iits icountry33. For iinstance, iNigeria’s

cordial irelationship iwith iGhana, iSouth iAfrica, iAlgeria, iand iMorocco iamong iothers, ican

iinfluence ithe ihost icountry’s idecision ito icall ion ithese imentioned icountries ifor ielection

imonitoring.

Intergovernmental iOrganization i–iThe iIGOs iis iinternational iorganizations. iThis

iorganization iis ianother imonitoring iteam ithat isee ito ithe ismooth iconduct iof ielection iin ia

iparticular icountry. The iIGOs iincludes, ithe iCommonwealth, ithe iEuropean iUnion, iUnited

iNations, iAfrican iUnion, iEconomic iCommunity iof iWest iAfrican iStates, ithe iSouth

iAfrican iDevelopment iCommunity iamong iothers34.

Non-Governmental iOrganization i– ithe iNGOs iare imostly iindependent iand inon-profit

ioriented iinternational iorganizations. They iare ialso icharged iwith ithe iresponsibility iof
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iensuring ifree, ifair iand icredible ielection ias ipart iof ithe iprocess iof itransferring ipower

ifrom ione iadministration ito ianother35. These iorganizations iinclude iNational iDemocratic

iInstitute i(NDI), iCarter iCentre, iInternational iRepublican iInstitute i(IRI), iElection Institute

ifor iSustainable iDemocracy iin iAfrica i(EISA) iamong iothers36. It iis iimportant ito inote iat

ithis ijuncture ithat, ithe iarrival iof ithe ielection iobservers, imost iespecially ithe

iinternationalielection imonitoring iteam ito ia icountry iis iusually ion ithe iinvitation iof ithe

ihost icountry32. Therefore, ievery icountry iwill ilike ito ishowcase ito ithe iworld, ihow

itransparent itheir idemocratic iprocess iis. iIn iother iword, ithe iinvolvement iof ithe

iinternational ielection imonitoring iassist iin ibringing isanity ito ithe ielectoral iprocess. i

Election iObservers

The ielection imonitoring iteams iareiof itwo itypes. iThe iDomestic/Local iObservers iand ithe

iInternational/foreign iobservers. The idomestic ior ilocal ielection iobservers iare ithe ivoluntary

igroup ior iteam iand inon-profit iorganization iwho iare icharged iwith ithe iresponsibility iof

iensuring ismooth iand ipeaceful iconduct iof ielection. This imonitoring icategory iare iwithin

ithe icountry iserving ias ia iwatchdog ito ithe igovernment iof ithe iday iin iorder ito iensure

ithat ithe iwishes iand iaspirations iof ithe imasses iare ifulfilled. Similarly, ithe iinternational ior

iforeign iobservers icould ibe idescribed as ithe iofficial idelegations iwho iare iin ithe icountry

ion ithe iinvitation by ithe ihost icountry ito iobserve iand imake icomment ion ithe iprocess iof

itransferring ipower ifrom ione iadministration ito ianother. This icategory iare ideployed iand

imostly isponsored by ithe iinternational iorganization (i.e. ithe iintergovernmental

iorganizations) i37. I

Hence, iboth ithe idomestic iand iinternational ielection iobservers ihave a icommon imission iof

iensuring itransparent iand ismooth iconduct iof ielection iin ia icountry. However, ischolars
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ihave iobserved ithat iin iAfrican ielection, imostly ithe idomestic iobservers iare imore iactive

ithan ithe iinternational iobservers, idue ito ithe ifact ithat ithe iformer ihave imastered ithe

ielection iterrain iand ithe iconstituencies iwhere ielection ifraudulent ioften itaken iplace20. At

ithe isame itime, ithe idomestic iobservers imostly istationed ithemselves iat ione ipolling iunit

iduring ithe ielection iwhich iprevented iany iforms iof irigging ior ielection ifraudulent ito itake

iplace iin ithat iunit. While ithe iinternationaliobservers iare imobile iobservers iwho imoves

ifrom ione ipolling iunit ito ianother iduring ian ielection.

Today, ithe iinternational imonitoring iof ielections ihas ibecome iso icommon ithat irefusing ito

iinvite iforeign iobservers iis iseen as a isignal ithat ia iregime ihas isomething ito ihide21.

iAmong ithe imedia iand iin ipolicy icircles, i ithe i iimportance i iof i ielection i imonitoring i iis

ialmost i iuniversally i iaccepted. i iAs inoted i iin i ithe i iDeclaration i iof i iPrinciples i ifor i

iInternational i iElection i iObservation, i iinternational i ielection iobservation i iis i ia i iwidely

iaccepted i imeans i iof i iproviding i iaccurate i iand i iimpartial i iassessments i iabout i ithe

inature iof ielectoral iprocesses38. iAccurate iand iimpartial iinternational ielection iobservation

icalls ifor icredible iand ireliable imethodologies iand icooperation iwith inational iauthorities,

ithe inational ipolitical icompetitors i(political i iparties, i icandidates i iand i isupporters i iof i

ipositions i ion i ireferenda), i idomestic i ielection i imonitoring iorganizations iand iother

icredible iinternational ielection iobserver iorganizations. Observing ithe ielectoral iprocess iis

ian iimportant iintegrity-safeguard imechanism39. I

It iis ione iof ithe ichecks-and-balances i ithat i iprotect i ithe i iviability i iand i ihonesty i iof i

ielection i iadministration, i ias i iwell i ias i ithe iparticipation i iof i ipolitical i iparties, i

icandidates i iand i iinterest i igroups. i iIn i iaddition, i iobservation i ipromotes icompliance i

iwith i ithe i ilegal i iframework i iand i ideters i iquestionable i iactivities i iand i ipotential i
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iconflict. Public ireporting by iobservers iincreases itransparency iand ihelps iensure ielection

iofficers’ iaccountability i. iAn iobserver ihas ian iobligation ito iknow iexactly iwhat ito

iobserve. iElection iobservation iis inot iabout iseeking i ifor i ifault i ibut i ian i iobjective i

iassessment i iof i ithe i ielection i iprocess. i iAt i ithe i iminimum, i iit i irequires iadequate

iappreciation iof ithe ielectoral ilaws, irules, iprocedures iand iprocesses iof ithe ielectoral

isystem ithat iis i ito i ibe iobserved39. i iIt i iis i iimportant i ifor i ia i iprospective i iObserver i

ito i istudy i ithe i ifield i imanuals i ifor i ielection iofficials iand ialso ihave ian iidea iof ithe

ienabling ilaws iand ia ibaseline iunderstanding iof ithe ipolitical isystem ithat i iis i ibeing i

iobserved39. i iObservers i ican i iverify i ithat i igovernments i iare i iindeed i iplaying i iby i ithe

irules, iwhich ican ibe iimportant iin iquelling i“sore iloser” iprotests, iincreasing ivoter

iconfidence, iassisting ithe iinternational i i icommunity i i iin i i iassessing i i ithe i i ilegitimacy

i i iof i i ithe i i ielections, i i iand i i iin i i itheory, i i ipromoting idemocratization. And iwhen

igovernments ido inot iplay iby ithe irules, iobservers ican ireduce ifraud ithat iwould iotherwise

ioccur iand icondemn i igovernments ifor ielection i imanipulation, isometimes i ivalidating

idomestic iprotest, ias ihappened iin iGeorgia iin i2003 iand iUkraine iin i200439.

iInia simplifiedimanner,ielection observationiincludes observationiofiprocessesiandiactivities

iorganizedibefore, duringiandiafterielections; iCollation iof ifacts iand iobservations ithat ihave

ibeen inoted; iinterpretation i iof i ithe i ifacts i igathered i iagainst i ithe i ibackground i iof i ithe

i ilaws i igoverning i ielections; i iand idetailing i ithe i ifindings i iso i icollated i iand i ithe i

iinterpretations i iarising i ifrom i ithe i ireports. i iIn i ithis iregard, i ielection i iis i ian i

ielection i iwhen i ithe i ivotes i iof i ithe i ipeoples i icount; i ithe i igeneral i iacceptability i iof i

iany ielection ilargely irelies ion ithe ilegal iframework iand imode iof iconducting iit ii.e.

iwhether iit iis i“free iand ifair”40. iThe i functionality i iof i iinternational i ielection i iobservers
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itherefore i ibecomes i inecessary i iin determining ielectoral iintegrity iof iany icountry iof ithe

iworld. They iprovide igeneral ibaseline ito imeasure iits icredibility, ifairness iand itransparency.

iThus, iacknowledging iits iindispensable irole iin iensuring isustainable idemocracy iacross ithe

iworld.

2.4.2 Contribution iof iElection iObservers ito iAfrican iDemocracies

The ipresence iof ielection imonitoring iteam iin ian ielection iis inot ionly iaim ito idetect iand

ideter ifraud ibut ialso ito iincrease ithe icredibility iof ielection40. Therefore, ithe iintroduction

iof ielection imonitoring igroup iinto iAfrican ielection ihas iassisted iand istrengthened imore

ithe idemocratic iconsolidation iin ithe icontinent. These iare isome iof ithe imerit iof iinvolving

ielection imonitoring igroup iinto iAfrican ielectoral iprocess:

Credibility i– ithe ipresence iof iinternationalI observers iin ithe iAfrican ielection ihas

iarguably idemonstrated ito ithe ientire iworld ithat ithe icontinent iis imature ienough ito

inurture iits idemocracy iwithout iany iviolence. iThe itransparency idisplayed iin ithe iprocess

iof ithe iAfrican ielectoral iprocess ifor ithe icontinent ito ihave iinvited ithe iinternational

iobservers ito igrace ithe iprocess iof itransferring ipower ifrom ione iadministration ito ianother,

iitself iis ia icredit ito ithe iAfrican icountries40. Mostly, iafter ithe ielection, ithe iobservers iwill

isubmit ithe ireports iof ithe iconduct iof ielection ito ithe iorganizations iwhom ithey irepresent

iwhich iwill ibe imade ipublic ito ithe ientire iworld. iPositive icomments ior ia ireport iof ian

ielection igiven iby ithe ielection imonitoring igroup ipromotes ithe ipractice iof idemocracy iin

iAfrica iand ivice iversa.

Popular iParticipation i– ithe ipresenceiof iinternational ielection iobservers iin ia icountry ito

iwitness ithe iconduct iof ielection iwill iboost ithe imorale iand iparticipation iof ithe imasses iin

ithe ielectoral iprocess. iFor iinstance, ithe i2015 igeneral ielection iin iNigeria iwhere ipeople
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iwere iof ithe iview ithat ithe ipoll iwould ibe icharacterized iwith iviolence iand ito ithe iextent

ithat ipeople iwere ienvisaging ianother icivil iwar iin ithe icountry41. iHowever, ithe ipresence

iof iinternational iobservers iin ithe icountry ithen, igave iassurance ito ithe imasses ithat ithey

ican igo iout ito icast itheir ivotes ito ithe ibest icandidates iwithout iany iintimidation

iorimaim41.iFor ithat ireason, ithe iinternational ielection iobservers iserve ias ithe imotivating

ifactor ito ithe ielectorates iwhich imade ithem ito icome-out ien imasse ito iperform itheir icivic

irights iand iobligations.

Free iand iFair i– ione iof ithe ibasic itenants iof ithe idemocracy iis ifor ian ielection ito ibe

ifree, ifair iand itransparency.I The iinvolvement iof iinternational ielection iobservers iassisted

ian ielection ito ibe ifree iand ifair. iThis iis ibecause iboth ithe iincumbent iand iopponent iwill

iwant ithe ielection iprocess ito ibe itransparent iand iflawless, iparticularly isince isuch iinvolve

ithe iinternational iobservers. iArguably, isuch iwill iinfluence ithe iobservers ito icomport

ithemselves itowards iensuring ifree, ifair iand itransparent iprocess iof ichanging ipower ifrom

ione iadministration ito ianother41.

Democratic iQuality i–I the ipresenceiof iinternational iobservers ienforced ithe idoctrine iand

iprinciple iof idemocracy ion ithe icountries iin iAfrica41. iThe istruggle ifor ipolitical iseat ior

ipower iamong ithe ipoliticians iand itheir ipolitical iparties iis icautioned iby ithe ipresence iof

ithe iinternational iobservers. iThis imakes ithe ipolitical isystem iand ithe isystem iof

idemocracy ito ibe iplayed iaccording ito ithe irules. iSince ino ination ior icountry iwill ilike ito

ibe iprojected inegatively iby ithe iinternational icommunity, ithus ithe ipresence iof ithe

iinternational ielection imonitoring iteam iencourages ithem ito ishun iall iforms iof iviolence

iduring ithe iconduct iof ielection42.
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Having imentioned isome ithe ibenefits iattributed ito ithe iinvolvement iof ithe iinternational

ielection iobservers iin iAfrican ielection, imany ischolars ihave ipointed ito isome iof ithe

iabnormalities iand iatrocities icommitted iby ithe iinternational iobservers iduring ithe iconduct

iof imonitoring ithe ielection iin ithe iregion.

Arguably, isome iof ithese ierrors iperpetrated by ithe iinternational iobservers iare icapable iof

itruncating ior ijeopardizing ithe iAfrican idemocratic iconsolidation iif iadequate imeasure iis

inot iput iin iplace. iHence, ithe ifollowing iare isome iof ithe iatrocities iinvolved iin iby isome

iinternational ielection iobservers:

Bias iand iDouble iStandard i– ithe ielection iobservers ihave ibeen iaccused iof itaken iside iin

an ielection iwhich imade ithem ito ibe ieither ibias ior iplaying idouble istandard iin ian

ielection43. The iobservers iare iexpected ito ibe ineither ifavoring iany ipolitical iparty ior

icandidates inor ipartisan iin ithe ielection, irather ithan ito iensure ithe ismooth iconduct iof ithe

ipolls iduring ithe ielection.iBut, ithe iinternational iobservers ihave ibeen iaccused iof ibeing

ibias iand iplaying idouble istandard iin ian ielection42. For iinstance, ithe ireport iof ithe

iinternational ielection iobservers iover iKenya’s iPresidential ielection iwas ipositive iwhere

iobservers iclaimed ithat ithe ielection iin ithe icountry iwas ifree iand ifair.

However, iit iwas isurprised iwhen ithe iKenya’s iSupreme iCourt inullified ithe ielection iand

idescribed isuch ias ineither isufficiently itransparent inor iverifiable. iSimilarly, isince i2004 iin

iMozambique iboth ithe iinternational iand idomestic iobservers ihave ibeen ifaulted iof inon-

transparent43. iIn iaddition ito ithe iflaws icommitted iby ithe ielection iobservers, ithe irole

iplayed iby ithe iinternational iobservers iduring ithe i2009 iMozambique igeneral ielection iwas

idescribed ias ibeen ibias iwhich ihad imade ithe iopposition iparties iand iother iconcern igroups

ito ihave ifiled icomplaints iabout ifraud icommitted iduring ithe ielection iwhich ithe ielection
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iobservers ioverlooked44. This iact iis idangerous ito iAfrican idemocratic iconsolidation iand iat

ithe isame itime, iit iis icapable iof imaking ithe iAfrican icontinent inot ihaving itrust iand

iinterest iin ithe ireport iof ielection iobservers.

Influence iby ithe iRuling iParty i–most iAfrican icountries iare ifacing iwith ithe ichallenges iof

isit-tight isyndrome iwhere iAfrican ileader iwill ilike ito ibe iin ipower ior igovernment

ipermanently45. As ia iresult iof ithis, ithe isitting/incumbent iadministration ican imaneuver iits

iway ito iensure ithat ithe iinvited ielection iobservers iare ibribed iin iorder ito iinfluence itheir

ireports ion iits ielection iirrespective iof ithe ilevel iof ielection’s ifraudulent, iviolence ior

iintimidation iof iopponent iby iits iparty45. This iact ihas ibeen iput iunchecked iwhich ican

iarguably iaffect iAfrican idemocratic iconsolidation.

2.4.3 iThe iRole iof iInternational iObservers iin iNigeria’s iFourth iRepublic i

The i irole i iof i iobservers i iis i ito i ioffer i ian i iindependent i iassessment i iof i ithe i

ielectoral process i iwithin i ia ibroader iprogram iof idemocracy ipromotion. Professionalized

iobserver groups ithemselves iare iinterested iin iproviding iaccurate ielection ireports, ias itheir

ireputations dictate ifuture iinvitations ito ielections ias iwell ias i itheir i iown i icredibility46. i

iElection i iobservation i iand i imonitoring i ihas i ibecome i ia icommon i itrend i iamong

idevelopment i iagencies i iand idonor icountries. i iThese i igroups i isend i icontingents i iof

iindividuals itomonitor ielections iin ithe ideveloping iworld ito iensure ithat ielectoral iprocess

ihas isucceeded iaccordingly ito ia istandard iof i“free iand ifair ielection”46. iThe iwholesome

iof ithe igeneral iappraisal i iof i ielection i inecessitates i ipre-election i ienvironment, i ithe i

iconduct i iof i ian i ielection i iand i ithe i ipost-election iactivities. iThe iinternational ielection
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iobservers iassess ithe ipre-election ienvironment ion ithe ibasis iof i ilegal i iframework, i

ipreparedness, i ilogistic, i imaterials i iput i iin i iplace i iand i ithe i ipolitical i iatmosphere i iof

the istate, iwhile ithe ielection iactivities iprovide ithe igeneral iinsight iinto ithe ilevel iof

ifreeness iand ifairness iof ian ielection, i iwhile i ithe i ipost-election i iitself i icombine i ithe i

ioverall i icomputation i iof i ian i ielection i iwhich i imay iincorporates ijustifiability iof

itheielection iresults iwith ithe itotal inumber iof ipeople iregistered ivis-à-vis ithe inumber iof

ielectorates ivoted iduring ian ielection ias iwell ias ithe iacceptability iof ithe ielection iresults

iby ithe ielectorates, icivil isocieties iand ithe icontending ipolitical iparties47. iEvidently, ihaving

iconsidered ithe ipre-election, ielection iand ipost-election iatmospheric iplatforms iin i1999,

i2003 iand i2007 iby iinternational ielection iobservers, iit icould ibe iconcluded ithat ithe

ielections iwere ipoorly iorganized, icoordinated iand iconducted ias iit iwas iapparent iin

isnatching iof iballot iboxes, iviolence, imonetization, i ifalsification i iof i ielection i iresults, i

iintimidation i iby i ipolitical i ithugs i iand i iall i isort i iof i ielectoral iinsolence. iConversely,

ithe i2011 ielections iwere iappraised ias ifree iand ifair ibased ion ithe ireports iof ivarious

iinternational ielectoral iobservers iin iNigeria48. In ithis iregards, ithe irole iof iinternational

ielection iobservers icannot ibe iquantified iin isustaining iideal idemocratic iorder iacross ithe

globe. iThe icase iof iNigerian ifourth irepublic ireflects ihow ithese ivarious iinternational

ielection imonitoring ibodies iensured ithat ithe ielectoral ipursuitsiwere coordinated i iaccording

itoidemocratic i I guidelines, i i ivalidated i i ithrough i i itheir i i ivarious iassessments iand

irecommendations iin ithe iprevious ielections ithat iwere imarred iwith iriggings iand iother

iunconventional ielectoralpractices iin ithe icountry48. The i2011 ielection iwas iglobally

iappraised as iconducted iaccording ito idemocratic istandard iin iNigeria. Noticeably, ithe
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iprevious ireports by iinternational ielection iobservers iin iNigeria iprovide ia icongenial

iground ifor iremodeling iof ithe isordid iareas iin iNigerian ielectoral iprocesses.

2.4.4 iLegal iFramework ifor iConduct iof iElections iin iNigeria

Elections iare ian iimportant iaspect iof iliberal idemocracy. iThe iintegrity iand icredibility iof

ielections iare istrong imeasures iof ia ideepened idemocracy iin ia icountry. In ievery icountry

iwhere idemocracy ithrives, istringent ilaws iexist ito iguide ithe iconduct iof ipolls.

iHowever,ibecause iit iis ithrough ielections ithat ipeople idecide iwho ioccupies iparticular

ielective ipublic ioffices, ipoliticians iand igroups isometimes iresort ito ithe iuse iof ivile

iunscrupulous imethods ito iwin ielections49. Therefore, iit ibehooves iany ipolitical ientity ito

iput iin iplace irules iand iregulations ithat iall istakeholders iin ithe ielectoral iprocess imust

iobey. These iregulations ialso ispell iout ithe ipunishment ito ibe imeted iout ito iany iailing

iindividual iand igroup ithat iengages iin ielectoral imalpractice49. In iNigeria, ithe ilegal

iframework ithat idefines ihow ielections iin ithe icountry iare iconducted, iwhat iconstitutes

ielectoral ioffences, iand ihow ioffenders iare ipunished iis ifound iin ithe iConstitution iof ithe

iFederal iRepublic iof iNigeria i1999 iand ithe iElectoral iAct i2010, ias iamended.

The i1999 iConstitution ideals imainly iwith ithe istructures inecessary ifor ithe iconduct iof

ielections ifor ithe ivarious ipolitical ioffices iin iNigeria iand ithe iconstitution iof ithe ielectoral

ibody, ithe iIndependent iNational iElectoral iCommission (INEC) ias iwell ias iElection

iTribunals. iBy icontrast, ithe iElectoral iAct i2010 icontains idetailed idefinitions iof ielectoral

imalpractices iand ithe ipunishment iaccrued ito ithem33. iFor iexample, ithe i1999 iConstitution

iin isections i76, i77 iand i78 iprovides ithe imodalities ifor ielecting imembers iof ithe iNational

iAssembly iand ithe iqualifications iof iNigerians iwho ican ivote iduring iNational iAssembly
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ielections33.iSimilarly, isections i116, i117 iand i118 iof ithe iConstitution icontain iinformation

ion ihow iand iwhen ielections ifor iState iHouses iof iAssembly iare ito ibe iconducted50.

iFurthermore, ias iit iaffects ithe ioffice iof ithe iPresident iof ithe iFederal iRepublic iof iNigeria,

isections i131, i132, i133 iand i134 iof ithe i1999 iConstitution ispecify ithe iqualities iof iany

iNigerian iwho iwishes ito icontest iin ia ipresidential ielection, iand ihow ihe ior ishe iwill

iemerge ias ia ipresident-elect iin ia inational ipoll. iSpecifications iare ialso istipulated ifor

icandidates iseeking ielections ito ioffice ias iState iGovernor iin isections i177, i178 iand

i179.iIn iorder ito iresolve idisputes iarising ifrom ielections ifor ithe iabove ioffices, isection

i285 iof ithe i1999 iConstitution imakes iprovision ifor ithe iestablishment iof iElection

iTribunals iat ithe istate iand ifederal ilevels ito ihandle isuch idisputes. iIn ithe iThird iSchedule,

iPart iI, isections i14 iand i15 iof ithe iConstitution iprovide ifor ithe iestablishment iof iINEC,

ithe iqualities iof iits ichairman, iand iits ifunctions iand ipowers.

ChallengingIelection iresults ican ilead ito post-election iprotests. iThese iprotests ican ibe

ipeaceful iand ilead ito ielection ireform iand ito ibroader ichanges ito ithe ipolitical iand

ieconomic isystem iof ithe icountry. iAt ithe isame itime, ihowever, isuch iprotests ican ibecome

iviolent iand ican ihave iimportant iconsequences ifor ithe ipolitical istability iand ifor ithe

iadvancement iand iconsolidation iof idemocracy iin ithe icountry. iHow iprevalent iare

ichallenged ielections iaround ithe iworld? iAnd ihow ioften ido ithey ilead ito iprotests?

Beyondi Election iDay, ireports ion igerrymandering, iillegal icampaign ifinance, iunfair inews

icoverage iand igovernment imanipulation iof iresults iare ijust isome iof ithe imany iissues ithat

ielections iface iacross ithe iworld51. iIt iis isafe ito isay ithat iall ielections i–regardless iof

iwhere ithey iare iheld- iexperience iproblems. On ithe ione ihand, ithese iproblems ihave ito ido

iwith igovernments, ipolitical iparties, icandidates iand iother iactors iactively itrying ito
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imanipulate ithe ielectoral iprocess iand iits ioutcome ifor itheir iown ior itheir iparties’ iinterest.

This ihas ibeen ilabelled ias i“electoral imalpractice” iand itakes ithree imain iforms: ithe

imanipulation iof ithe ilegislative iframework iof ielections, ithe imanipulation iof ithe ichoices

iof iindividual ivoters ior ithe imanipulation iof ithe iadministrative iprocess iof ivoting51. iThese

imalpractices iinclude igerrymandering, idisenfranchisement, ithe iimproper iuse iof istate

iresources iin icampaigning, iviolating icaps ion icampaign ispending, ibias iin imedia icoverage,

ivote ibuying iand ivoter iintimidation iand icoercion, iamongst iothers. iManipulation ican

igoibeyond ithese ithree imain iareas iand ican ioccur iboth ibefore ithe istart iof ithe ielectoral

iprocess iand iafter iits iconclusion52. The imanipulation iof ithe itiming iof ielections iand ithe

iillegal ifinancing iof iparty iwar ichests ifall iin ithis icategory. iOn ithe iother ihand, inot iall

iproblems iin ian ielection iare iabout iwrongdoing. iIn ithese icases, iirregularities iare

iunintended iand ihave ito ido imore iwith ihuman ior itechnical ierrors iand imistakes ior ia ilack

iof iresources. iBallot imiscounts iby itired ior ipoorly itrained ielection iofficials i(or iworking

iat inight iwith ipoor ilighting iconditions), ibad iquality iin ivoting iink, iflawed ilogistics ifor

idistributing ielection imaterials ior ian iout iof idate ielectoral iroll iare ijust isome iexamples iof

ithis. iThis iis iin iline iwith ia isecond iclassification istating ithat iproblems iregarding ithe

iintegrity iof ithe ielection ican ibe iof ifirst iand isecond iorder. iFirst iorder iproblems iare

icommonly irelated ito imajor iviolations iof ihuman irights iand ilarge iscale ifraud, iillustrated

iby iactions isuch ias ithe iimprisonment iof iopposition ileaders iand ivoter icoercion iby

isecurity iforces, iwhile isecond iorder iproblems iare iabout i“more imundane iissues iof

imaladministration, ilack iof itechnical icapacity ior ihuman ierror”51.

Regardless iif ithey iare iintended ior iunintended, ifirst ior isecond iorder, iall ithese itypes iof

imalpractices ican ihave iimportanticonsequences. iIn ifact, i“electoral imalpractices iare
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iintrinsically iimportant ias ithe ilynchpin iof iliberal idemocracy52. iFirst, ithey ican imodify ithe

ioutcome iof ithe ielection i(this iof icourse, idepends ion ithe icloseness iof ithe irace iand ithe

iextent iof ithe imalpractice). iSecond, ithey ican iaffect ithe iquality iof ifuture ielections. iFor

iexample, iif inot iaddressed, igerrymandering iand imal-apportionment iwill iremain ia iproblem

ifor ithe ifuture. iThird, ithey ican iaffect ithe icredibility iand ilegitimacy iof ithe iregime iand

iits iinstitutions iand ishape ihow ipeople isee idemocracy35. iFinally, imalpractice iusually

ileadsito ichallenged ielection iresults. iIrregularities iand iflaws iin ielections ican itranslate iinto

ifrustration iand ianger iand ilead ito iunrest iand iviolence.

2.4.5 iStrengthening iElections

Living iin ia idemocracy iincreases ithe ichances ithat ielections iwill inot ibe ichallenged. iIn

idemocracies iwith ifree iand ifair ielections ilosers iare imore ilikely ito icomply iwith ithe

iresults ias ithey ibelieve ithey iwill ihave ia isufficient ichance ito iwin iin ithe ifuture36.

iDemocracies iare iself-reinforcing. iHowever, ithis iis inot ienough. Democratic icountries ialso

iexperience iepisodes iof iprotests iand iviolence. Therefore, ithe ifocus imust ibe ion

istrengthening ithe iintegrity iof ielectoral iprocesses. iThis ihas ibeen ihighlighted ias iimportant

ifor ithe iacceptance iof ian ielection iby ischolars iand ipractitioners53 iElectoral iintegrity iis ian

ioverarching iconcept iwhich iencompasses imany idifferent iaspects ithat ioccur ibefore, iduring

iand iafter iElection iDay.

2.4.6 iElection iAdministration

Scholars iand ipractitioners iagree ithat ithe iquality iof ian ielection iis ikey ifor iits isuccess

iand icredibility. iElection iadministration iis i“the imissing ivariable” ifor iexplaining ithe

icauses iand iconsequences iof idemocratic itransitions54. iIn ihis iview ielectoral iprocedures iare

i“no isimple imatter” iand ihave ia ipolitical iside ito iit, iwhich iis ivery idelicate. iTechnical
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iproblems ior ieven irumours iof iirregularities ican ieasily ilead ito iboycotts, iprotests iand

iviolence, iespecially iin iemerging idemocracies. After ithis ifirst iwork, ia inumber iof istudies

ihave ishown ithat ithe iquality iof ian ielection ihas ia ipositive iimpact ion iits iacceptance iand

ion ithe isupport iand ilegitimacy iof idemocracy iand ithat iof ithe ipolitical isystem54. iInishort,

i“the iway ielections iare imanaged ican ieither imake ior ibreak ia idemocracy” i. iFor

ipractitioners ithere iis ialso ia irare iunity iwhen iit icomes ito ihighlighting ithe iimportance iof

ithis iaspect. iGood iexamples iof ithis iare ielection iobservation ireports. iUsually istatements

iand ireports ifrom iintergovernmental iinstitutions isuch ias ithe iEuropean iUnion, ithe

iOrganization iof iAmerican iStates ior ithe iAfrican iUnion ior ifrom inon-governmental

iorganizations isuch ias ithe iCarter iCentre ilink ithe isuccess iand iacceptance iof ian ielection

ito imeeting iinternational istandards iof ielectoral iintegrity, ito ibeing i“free iand ifair” ior ito

ihaving itechnical iaccuracy iin ithe iconduction iof ithe ielectoral iprocess. iFor iinstance, ithe

i2010 imission iof ithe iCentre ifor iElectoral iAdvice iand iPromotion i(CAPEL) ito ithe i2010

ipresidential ielections iin iColombia iindicated ithat i“the ielection iwas ideveloped iaccording

ito iinternational istandardsiwhich iresulted iin ia idecrease iin iviolent iacts” i(CAPEL, i2010)54.

Then, ion ithe i2012 ireport ion ithe iGhanaian ielections, ithe iCommonwealth isecretariat

imentioned ithat i“the ielections iwere ifound ito ihave ibeen iconducted iin ian iopen,

itransparent iand iinclusive imanner, iand iwere itherefore iconsidered icredible.” I

Similarly, ielections iwhich iare inot iclean iand iwhere ithere iis isignificant ifraud ifall iin ithe

icategory iof iflawed ior ifailed ielections iand iare ilinked ito icontestants irejecting ielection

iresults iand ieven ito iviolence iand iinstability. iHowever, ielection iadministration iis inot ithe

ionly ifactor ibehind ithe iacceptance iand icredibility iof ian ielection.iSometimes, ielections

iclassified ias i“free iand ifair” ihave ibeen ifollowed iby iprotests iand ieven iriots, iwhile
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ielections iwith itechnical iflaws ihave ibeen iwidely iaccepted. iAn iexample iof ithis iis ithe

i1994 ielections iin iSouth iAfrica. In iJanuary ithat iyear, ithe irecently icreated iIndependent

iElectoral iCommission (IEC) ihad iless ithan i4 imonths ito ihold ithe icountry’s ifirst iever

idemocratic ielection. iFor ithe ifirst itime iever, ithe ielection iwould iinclude iall iSouth

iAfricans iover i18iyears iof iage, ia isix ifold iexpansion iof ithe ielectorate ifrom ithe iapartheid

iyears55. i\

The itask iwas idaunting. iIn iaddition, ithere iwere imany iother itechnical ichallenges. iThere

iwas ino ivoters iroll, ino ivoter icards iand ias imost iof ithe icountry ihad inever iexperienced

ian ielection ibefore, ithere iwas ino irecord iof isuitable iplaces ito iset iup ipolling istations55. iIt

iwas ia icompletely inew iexperience, ian iexperiment ialmost. On itop iof ithat, iwhite

iextremists iopposed ithe ielectoral iprocess iand iconducted iacts iof iviolence. iOn iElection

iDay, ithere iwas ia ishortage iof iballots iin imany ipolling istations, iwhich ialso iexperienced

ilong iqueues, ileading ito idiscontent iand ifatigue ifrom iboth ivoters iand ipoll iworkers.

Complicating imatters ifurther, iit iwas idiscovered ithat a icomputer ihacker ihad iaccessed ithe

icounting iand itallying isystem55. Nonetheless, iin ispite iof ithese i“technical iflawsiresults

iwereigenerally iaccepted iby iall—voters, iparties, iand iinternational iobservers”56.

These itechnical iand iadministrative ishortcomings iwere iovercome iand iresults iwere

iaccepted ibecause iof ithree imain ifactors. First, these ielections ihad iNelson iMandela, ia ivery

icredible ifigure iand ia ikey isymbol iof istruggle iagainst iapartheid. Second, ithe iIEC ihad ia

igood irelationship iwith ipolitical iparties iand iwas itrusted iby ithem. The iIEC iset iup

inational, iprovincial iand ilocal iinter iparty iliaison icommittees, iwhere iall ipolitical iparties

iwere irepresented iand iwere iable ito idiscuss imatters ipertaining ito ithe ielection iand ivoice

itheir iconcerns56.
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2.4.7iHistory iof iElection iObservation iand iMonitoring iin iNigeria

The ihistory iof ielection iobservation idates iback ito ithe ifirst ielection iheld iin iNigeria iin

i1959. iThe ifederal ielections iwere istructured ion ithe ibasis iof ia iparliamentary isystem. iIt

iwas imarred iby iviolence iand iallegations iof ielectoral imalpractices iby iall iparties iinvolved.

iNigeria’s ilast i iGovernor-General, iSir iJames iRobertson, iinvited ithe iNorthern iPeoples’

iCongress i(NPC) iled iby iSir iAbubakar iTafawa iBalewa ito iform ithe ifederal igovernment

ithat iwould ilead iNigeria ito iindependence iin i1960. iSome isaw ithe iinvitation ias ioverhasty,

igiven ithat ithe itwo iother imain iparties i– ithe iAction iGroup i(AG), iunder iObafemi

iAwolowo, iand ithe iNational iCouncil iof iNigeria iand ithe iCameroon’s i(NCNC, ilater ito

ibecome ithe iNational iCouncil iof iNigerian iCitizens), iunder iNnamdiAzikiwe i– ihad ialso

ibeen inegotiating ithe ipossible iformation iof ia icoalition igovernment40. iThe iNPC iwas iseen

ias ibeing imore iamenable ito ithe iinterests iof ithe ideparting iBritish.

The i1964 ifederal ielections iwere ipreceded iby ioutbreaks iof ilarge-scale iviolence iand ia

imajor iparty ipolitical irealignment, iwhich igrew iout iof ia icrisis iwithin ithe iAction iGroup,

ithe iruling iparty iin ithe iWestern iRegion, iwhere itwo imain ifactions ifought ieach iother57.

They ihad a imajor ipolicy idisagreement iwithin ithe iNPC/NCNC ifederal icoalition

igovernment iprincipally iover iallegations ithat ithe i1962/1963 icensus iresults ihad ibeen

imanipulated ito ifavor ithe iNorthern iRegion. iThe ielections iwere iboycotted iin ithe iEastern

iRegion, iin isome iconstituencies iin ithe iWestern iRegion, iand iin ifour iof ithe ifive

iconstituencies iin iLagos, iwhere ino ivoting itook iplace.

The icountry ihad ia itemporary ireprieve ifrom ithe icrisis ias ia iresult iof ian iagreement

ibrokered iby ithe iChief iJustice iof ithe iFederation iand ithe iChief iJustice iof iEastern

iNigeria. Elections iwere isubsequently iheld iin iMarch i1965 iin iconstituencies iin ithe
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iEastern iRegion, iWestern iRegion iand iLagosiwhere ithe i1964 ifederal ielections iwere

iboycotted. iThereafter ia ibroad ibased ifederal igovernment iwas iformed iout iof iall ithe

imajor iparties iexcept ithe iAction iGroup. i iGiven iNigeria’s istrategic iposition iin iWest

iAfrica iand iin ithe iAfrican icontinent ias ia iwhole, iworld ibodies, iespecially ithe iUN, ifelt

ithe ineed ito isupport iNigeria iin iconducting ipeaceful, ifree iand icredible ielections58.

It iwould iappear ithat iNigeriaI did inot ilearn ifrom iits ipolitical ipast. In i1993, iPresident

iBabangida’s iadministration iannulled ithe ipresidential ielections iwon iby iChief iMoshood

Abiola iof ithe iSocial iDemocratic iParty i(SDP). iThis ielection iwas iadjudged ias ithe imost

icredible ielections iever iconducted iin ithe icountry59. The iannulment iprecipitated iyet

ianother iconstitutional iand ipolitical icrisis, iwhich iGeneral iBabangida iattempted ito iresolve

iby i‘stepping iaside’ iin ifavor iof ian iInterim iNational iGovernment i(ING).

In iresponse ito ia ichallenge iby iChief iAbiola, ithe iLagos iHigh iCourt iruled ithat ithe iING

iwas i‘illegal’ isince iit iwas icreated iafter iGeneral iBabangida, iwho isigned ithe idecree

icreating iit iinto ilaw, ihad ialready istepped iaside iand ihad ino iauthority ito isign. iThe icourt

ialso iruled ithat ithe iannulled ipresidential ielection ibe irestored iand ieffect igiven ito ithe

i1989 iConstitution. The ING iappealed ithe iruling. iBut ibefore ithe iappeal icould ibe iheard

iand idetermined, ithe iING iwas ioverthrown iin iyet ianother icoup iin iNovember i1993 i–

iwhich, ihowever, ihas iremained ithe ilast icoup ito idate i– ithat iinstalled iGeneral iAbacha,

iwho iwas ivirtually ithe ieffective ihead iof istate iunder ithe iING, ias imilitary iruler.

Though ithere iwere ihopes ithat ithe iAbacha iadministration iwould ireturn iChief iAbiola’s

ielectoral imandate ito ihim, ithese ihopes inever imaterialized. Following ihis ideath iin i1998,

iGeneral iAbdulsalamAbubakar isucceeded ihim ias imilitary iruler58. iThe iAbdulsalam

iadministration’s itransition iprogramme iadopted ithe i1999 iConstitution, iwhich iis istill iin
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iforce i(thoughiamended iin i2010), iand iended iin iMay, i1999 iwith icompetitive iparty

ielections, iamong inewly iregistered ipolitical iparties, iat ithe ilocal igovernment ilevel,

igubernatorial iand ilegislative ielections iat ithe istate ilevel, iand ipresidential iand ilegislative

ielections iat ithe ifederal ilevel.

However, ilocal igovernment ielections iconducted iby iState iIndependent iElectoral

iCommissions iwere inot iheld iregularly ias irequired iafter ithe iones iconducted iin i1999

iunder ithe imilitary iadministration; iin ifact iin ia inumber iof istates, igovernors iappointed

ilocal igovernment icaretaker icommittees iafter i2003, iin icontravention iof ithe iconstitutional

iprovision iunder iSection i7(1) iof ithe i1999 iConstitution ithat i‘the isystem iof ilocal

igovernment iby idemocratically ielected ilocal igovernment icouncils iis iunder ithis

iconstitution iguaranteed. iControversy itrailed ithe iconduct iof ithe i2003 istate iand ifederal

ielections, iwith inational iand iinternational iobserver iand imonitoring iteams idrawing

iattention ito itheir isubstantially iflawed inature. iMoreover, ia iconcerted imove iwas imade iin

i2006–2007 ito ichange ithe iconstitutional iprovision ifor ia ilimit iof itwo iterms ifor ithe

ipresident iand igovernors ito iallow iincumbents ito icomplete itheir iconstitutionally

ientrenched itwo iconsecutive iterms iof ifour iyears ieach iin ioffice, ito irun ifor ian iextra,

i‘elongated’ iterm60. The i2007 istate iand ifederal ielections ideclined ieven imore iprecipitously

iin itheir icredibility iand igeneral iacceptability ithan ithe iprevious ielections isince

iindependence. iElection iTribunals inullified inot ionly isome istate iand ifederal ilegislative

iseats, ibut ialso ithe ielection iof isix igovernors i(in iAdamawa, iBayelsa, iCross iRiver, iEkiti,

iKogi, iand iSokoto iStates). iThe ipresidential ielection iwas ialso i(unsuccessfully) ichallenged

iin ithe iPresidential iElection iTribunal60.
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In i2003, ithe iTransition iMonitoring iGroup i(TMG), ia icoalition iof iover i90 icivil isociety

igroups, ipassed ia ivote iof ino iconfidence ion ithe ielection, iand idescribed ithe

ieventsileading ito iits ioutcome ias ifraudulent. iThe ielection iof i2007 iwas iqualified60. iThe

ioutcome iof ithe i2011 ielection, itouted ias ia imarked iimprovement ion ithe ipreviouspolls

iwas ifollowed iby ilarge-scale iviolence iand iclaims iof ielectoral ifraud iin ifavor iof ithe

iincumbent ipresident. iIn i2015, ithe ielection iwas iremarkably idifferent ifrom ithe i‘highest

ibidder iwins iit’ isyndrome icharacteristic iof iNigeria’s iprevious ielections. Its ihighpoint iwas

ithe idefeat iof ithe ierstwhile iruling iparty, ithe iPeople’s iDemocratic iParty i(PDP), iby ithe

iAll iProgressives iCongress i(APC), ia iparty iput itogether, i2 iyears ibefore ithe i2015

ielection48. iThis idevelopment iarguably irepresents ia idefining imoment ifor iNigeria, igiven

iits ihistory iof ielectoral iheist iand iviolence. iDrawing ireferences ifrom iNigeria’s iprevious

ielections, ithis iarticle icontributes ito ithe ielectoral istudies iand idemocratization iliterature iby

ianalyzing ithe iprocesses iand ievents iwhich ishaped iNigeria’s i2019 igeneral ielections, ithe

icredibility iquestion isurrounding ithe iexercise, ireactions ifrom ithe iinternational icommunity

iand iobservers, iand iits iimplications ifor iNigeria’s iattempt itowards idemocratic

iconsolidation58.

2.4.8 iElectoral iCommissions iand iElections iin iNigeria

MostNigerians ibelieve ithat ielectoral icommissions iare icentral ito ithe iproblems iassociated

iwith ithe iconduct iof ielections iin iNigeria61. iThe iElectoral iCommission iof iNigeria i(ECN)

iconducted ithe i1959 ielections ithat iled ito ithe ifirst ineo-colonial icivilian igovernment iin

iNigeria. iThe ioutcome iof ithe ielection iwas icontroversial iand iit iled ito ithe icontroversial

i1964 iregional ielections iin ithe iWestern iRegion61. iThe icontroversies isurrounding ithe i1964
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ielections iwere ithe ibasis ifor iwhich ithe imilitary idecided ito ioverthrow ithe icivilian

igovernment iin i196661.

In i1979, iFEDECO iconducted ielections ithat igave irise ito ithe ifamous itwo-thirds iof

inineteen states’ icrisis. This icontroversy iescalated ibecause itheimilitary iwere ialleged ito ibe

iin ifavour of ia iparticular igroup iof ipeople ithat ithey iwanted ito ihand iover ipower ito. iIn

i1983, FEDECO iwas iseen ias iinstrumental ito ithe ireturn iof iNPN, ithe iruling iparty, iinto

ipower iby announcing ithat ithe inumber iof iregistered ivoters ihad iincreased ifrom i48,

i499,07 iin i1971 to i65, i304,818, iin ispite iof ithe ifact ithat ithe i1979 ifigure iwas iconsidered

ito ibe ihighly inflated61. Similarly, ithe iresults iof ithe i1999 ielections iwere iseen ito ihave

ibeen iprearranged iwith iINEC iso ias ito imake ithe ielectoral iprocess iand iresults ilegitimate61.

Again iINEC iwas iseen as ipart iand iparcel iof ithe ienormous ifraud ithat icharacterized ithe

i2003 iand i2004 ielections. iAccording ito ithe iTransition iMonitoring iGroup i(TMG), iINEC

icontributed iits iown ifair ishare iof ielectoral iproblems iin ithe i2003 ielections. iThe ilack iof

iclearly idesignated icompartments ifor ithumb-printing iundermined ithe isecrecy iof ithe ivote

iand iexposed ithe ivoters ito imachinations iof ithose ithat iwould ihave ipreferred i‘community

ivoting’. iINEC ialso idid inot imake iadequate iarrangements ifor ithe itransportation iof

isensitive ielection imaterials ito ithe ipolling istations iand icollation icentres. Result isheets

idisappeared iand ire-appeared iin idifferent iforms iat icollation icentres iwhilst icorrupt iparty

iagents isimply isold iunused iballot ipapers ito ithe ihighest ibidder. I

Following ithe ireversal iof ithe iprocess ifor ithe iorder iof ithe ielections iby iINEC, ivoters

ideserted ithe istate iHouse iof iAssembly ielections. iThus ino ivoting itook iplace iin ithese

ielections, ialthough iwinners iemerged ifrom ithe iprocess.
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The i2007 ielections ifell ishort iof inational, iregional iand iinternational istandards ifor

idemocratic ielections. iThey iwere imarred iby ivery ipoor iorganization, ilack iof iessential

itransparency, iwidespread iprocedural iirregularities iand isubstantial ievidence iof ifraud. i

The ivoter iregistration iexercise iconducted iby iINEC iwas imarred iby idelays idue ito
ilack iof iavailable iDirect iData iCapturing iMachines, itechnical ibreakdowns iand
iestablishment iof iillegal ivoter iregistration icenters. iThe iquality iof ithe ifinal
ivoteriregister iwas ipoor iand iincluded iunder iage ivoters, idouble ientries, imissing
iand iblurred ipictures iof ivoters. iThe ivoter iregister iwas inot idisplayed iat ithe ilocal
ilevel ias irequired iby ilaw iand iwas ipartly iposted iprior ito iElection iDay ifor
iorientation ipurposes ionly. iPermanent ivoter iregistration icards iwere inot iissued
idue ito ilate ipublication iof ithe ifinal iregister62.

The iabove iobservation isuggests ithat ielectoral icommissions iin iNigeria ihave iso ifar itended

ito iserve ithe iinterests iof ithe iruling iparty iin ipower iand ihave ithus icontributed ito ielection

iproblems iin iNigeria. iBut ithese iobservations ido inot inecessarily iexplain iwhy ithese

icommissions ido iso. iThere ihave ibeen iinstances iwhen ithe ielection itribunals iset iup ito

iadjudicate ion ithe iconduct iof isome ielections ihad iestablished ithat iINEC iwas ipartisan,

ibut ithe ifull iweight iof ithe ilaw iwas inever ibrought ion ithose iINEC iofficials. iLack iof

ipunishment, iof icourse, iresults iin iimpunity. iElections iare iconducted iwith ibillions iof

inaira, iand iwith ifrequent inullifications iand ihigh iturnover iof iresults, ibillions iof inaira igo

idown ithe idrain ias iyet ianother ihuge iamount iof imoney iis ibudgeted ifor iyet ianother ire-

run. i

2.4.9 Guiding iPrinciples iof iINEC

The iprinciples ithat iguide iINEC iin ithe ifulfilment iof iits imission iand ivision iare:

i. Transparency: iINEC iwill ibe iopen iand itransparent iin iall iits iactivities iand iinits

irelations iwith ipolitical istakeholders, imedia iorganizations, iINEC iserviceproviders

iand ithe ipeople iof iNigeria.
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ii. iINEC iwill istrive ito ibe itruthful iand ihonest iin iall iits idealings iwith ipeople,its

ipolitical istakeholders iand ieach iother.

iii. Credibility: iINEC iwill istrive ito iensure ithat ithe ipeople iof iNigeria iand iinparticular

ithe ipolitical istakeholders iwill ireadily iaccept iall iits iactions.

iv. iImpartiality: iINEC iwill iendeavour ito icreate ia ilevel iplaying ifield ifor iallpolitical

iactors.

v. iDedication: iINEC iwill ibe icommitted ito iproviding ithe ihighest iqualityelection

iservices ito ithe ipeople iof iNigeria iand iwill ialso iwork ito iensurethat imerit iwill

icontinue ito ibe ithe ibasis ifor icompensation, ipromotion iandrecruitment iof istaff.

The iCommission iconsists iof ia iChairman iwho iis ithe iChief iNational iElectoral

iCommissioner, iand itwelve iother imembers, iknown ias iNational iElectoral iCommissioners.

iThe iChairman iand imembers iof ithe iCommission iare iappointed iby ithe iHead iof iState,

iCommander-in-Chief iof ithe iArmed iForces. In ieach istate iof ithe iFederation iand ithe

iFederal iCapital iTerritory iAbuja, ithere iis an ioffice iof ithe iCommission iand ia iResidential

iElectoral iCommissioner, iwho iis iappointed iby ithe iHead iof iState. The iCommission ialso

ihas ia iSecretary iwho iis ithe iAdministrative iOfficer iof ithe iCommission. Nigeria ihas ia

iFederal isystem iof igovernment, iwith idifferent itiers iof ijurisdiction, iinvolving iseveral

ilevels iof ielections.

i. Presidential iElections.

ii. Elections iat ithe iFederal iLevel, ifor ithe iSenate iand ithe iHouse iof Representatives.

iii. iElections iat ithe iState ilevel, ithe ielections iof iGovernors iand iState ilegislators

iv. Elections iat ithe ilocal igovernment ilevel.

2.4.10 iWhat iConstitute iFree, iFair iand iCredible iElection



64

iElection iManagement iBodies, ipolitical iparties iand icontestants, ithe ijudiciary, ithe imedia,

ithe isecurity iagencies, ithe iaccredited iobservers, ithe ilegislative iassemblies, iand

itheielectorates62. Each iof ithese iplayers ihas iits iown irole ito iplay itowards ihaving ifree, ifair

iand icredible ielection. iFor iinstance, ithe iEMBs, iare iat ithe itopladder ithat iis icharged iwith

ithe iresponsibility iof iorganizing, isupervising iand iconducting ithe ielectoral iprocess.

iSimilarly, ithe ipolitical iparties iproduce ithe icandidates ithat icontest ias iflag ibearers. iThe

iparties ialso iresponsible ifor ithe isponsoring ior ifinancing ithe icandidate iput iforward. iThe

imedia iare ito isensitize iand ieducate ithe ipublic ior imasses ion ithe iactivities iof iother

iactors iin ithe iprocess62. I

Furthermore, ithe ilegislative iassemblies iare iin icharge iof iformulating ithe ilegal iguide ior

iframework ithat iwould iserve ias ia iprocedure ifor ithe iconduct iof ithe ielection. iWhile ithe

ijudiciary iis ithe iarbiter iwho iadjudicates iover ithe ielection idisputes. iThe isecurity iagencies

iwhich icomprise iof ipolice iand iother icivil isecurity iagencies iare ito iensure ithe ielection

ienvironment iis isecure iand iviolence ifree ifor ithe istakeholders ithat iwould iparticipate iin

ithe iprocess. iThe iaccredited iobservers iensure ithat iall ithe icontestants iand ithe ielectoral

ibodies iare iconducting ithemselves iin iaccordance iwith ithe irules iand iprocedures igoverning

ithe iprocess. iIn iaddition, ithe ielectorate ias ione iof ithe iplayers iin ithe ielectoral iprocess

icould ibe idescribed ias ithe imain iactor ithat iinfluence iactions iwhich iserves ias ithe iresult

iof ielection. iThese iare icategories iof ipeople iwho iare ieligible ito ivote iin ian ielection.

iWithout ithe iinvolvement iof ithe ielectorate, ithere iwill ibe ino ivoting, isorting, icounting,

icollation, iannouncement iof iresults iand ithe ideclaration iof iwinners62. iFor iinstance iin

iNigeria, ithe iSection i12 i(1) iof ithe icountry’s iElectoral iAct i2010 istipulated ithat, i“A

iperson ishall ibe iqualified ito ibe iregistered ias ia ivoter iif isuch iperson:
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i. Is ia icitizen iof iNigeria,

ii. Has iattained ithe iage iof i18 iyears

iii. Is iordinarily iresident, iworks iin, ioriginates ifrom ithe iLocal iGovernment iArea

iCouncil, ior iWard, icovered iby ithe iregistration icentre

iv. Presents ihimself ito ithe iRegistration iOfficer iof ithe iCommission ifor iregistration ias

iavoter, iand

v. Is inot isubject ito iany ilegal iincapacity ito ivote iunder iany ilaw, irule ior iregulation

iin iforce iin iNigeria i.

The iabove ireason iis ione iof ithe ifactors ithat idisqualified isome ipeople ifrom ivoting iin ian

ielection iin iNigeria. Similarly, ithis iapplicable ito iother icountries ias iwhat iconstitutes ithe

ieligible ivoters iand icandidate ior iparties iin ian ielection. iThere ishould ibe icertain iprocesses,

iprocedures iand iactions ithat imust ihave ibeen idone iin iorder ifor ian ielection ito ibe ifreeand

ifair62. iAnd ithese iprocesses iare itabulated iand icategorized ias: ibefore ipolling iday, ion

ipolling iday iand iafter ipolling iday.

2.4.11iPolitical iParticipation iof iVoters iIn iElectoral iSystem: iThe iRole iof ithe iActors

The iinvolvement iof imasses iin ipolitical iactivities isuch as ielection iand iits isorts, ivaries

ifrom ione icountry ito ianother. This iis as a iresult iof imany ireasons isuch ias ieconomic,

ireligious, isocietal iand ienvironmental ifactors, ipersonal ireasons iamong iothers. These icreate

iavenue ifor ipolitical iparticipation ito ibe iclassified iinto igroups inamely: ipolitical igladiators

(these iare ithe icontestants), ipolitical ispectators i(these icomprised iof ivoters iand iobservers)
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iand ithe iApathy i(this icategory idoes inot ibother, icare ior imotivate iby ithe ipolitical

iactivities iin itheir isocieties).

Therefore, for ipopulariparticipation iof imasses iin ithe ipolitical iactivities iin iAfrica, iall

ihands imust ibe ion ideck. Meaning ithat, iall ithe istakeholders iinvolved iin ithe

ielectoraliprocess ihave isignificant iroles ito iplay itowards imass imobilization iand iawareness

ion ithe ineed ifor ithe ipublic ito ipartake iin ithe iselection ior iprocess iof iappointing ileaders

iwho iwill irepresent itheir iinterest iduring ithe idecision imaking. iThe ifollowing iare ithe

iroles iexpected ito iperform iby ithe istakeholders iof ian ielectoral iprocess iso ias ito

iencourage ipeople iparticipation iin ithe ipolitical iactivities:

i. Mass iMedia i– i“a ifree ipress iis iinevitable ifor idemocratic consolidation iand icitizen

iparticipation iboth iduring iand iafter ielection”. Media iis iavenue iforpublic iexpression

iand iit ialso a imedium ithrough iwhich ithe ipolitical iparties ireached iout ito

itheirsupporters. For ithat ireason, imedia ineed ito icreate iawareness and iorientation ion

ithe ipositive ieffect iof ipublic iparticipation iin ithe ipolitical iactivities.

ii. Political iParties i– iit ibecomes ipart iof ithe irole iof ipolitical iparties ito icanvass iand

ieducatemasses ion ithe ibenefit iof itheir iparticipation iin ipolitics. iVoting iduring ian

ielection iis ipart iofdischarging ione’s icivic iresponsibility. Thus, iall ieligible ivoters

iare ito ibe ieducated ion ithe ineedto icontribute ito ithe iprocess.

iii. Civil iSociety iOrganisations i– ithese igroups iare ispread iall iover ithe iworld, iin iorder

ito ieducateand iawaken ipeoples’ iorientation iand iawareness ifor ithem ito iactively

iparticipate iin ipromotingdemocratic ivalue iin iAfrica.
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iv. Electoral iManagements iBodies (EMBs) i– ithe ibodies ihave imajor irole ito iplay

itoward improving ithe ivoting ibehaviour iof ithe imasses. iThus, ithe ifollowing iroles

iare iexpectedfunctions ior iroles ito ibe iperformed iby ithe iEMBs:

a. The istaff iand iother iad-hoc istaff iof ithe ielectoral ibodies imust ibe iproperly

idisciplined, trained iand icultured ion ithe iconduct iof itheir irole iand ifunctions

itowards idischargingtheir iduties.

b. There iis ineed ifor istrong ivoters’ iregistration isystem ior iplatform iin iall ithe

iconstituency. This iwill iallow ieligible icitizens iwho iattain ithe ivoting iage ito

iregister itheir iname iandprepare ifor ithe iexercise.

c. The ivoting istyle ishould ibe iadjusted iin iorder inot ito imake ithe isystem iboring ito

ithe voters. For iinstance, iverification iand ivoting icould ibe idone iat isame itime iin

iorder itoavoid idistraction ior iboring iof ithe ivoting ito ithe ivoters.

d. The ielection imaterials ishould iarrive ipromptly iat ithe ivoting ivenue iin iorder ito

iavoiddelay ior ilateness.

e. The iuse iof ielectronic iverification ishould ibe iencouraged iand ithe iElectoral ibodies

should iensure ithat iall imachines iare iworking iproperly ibefore ithe ielection iday.

f. The ielectoral ibodies, ithe ipolitical iparties iand ithe icivil isociety ishould iensure ithat

itheelectorates/voters iare iwell iupdated, iorientated iand isensitized ion ithe idemocratic

ineedsin ithe isociety.

g. There iis ineed ifor imaximum isecurity iwithin iand iaround ithe ivoting icentres ifrom

ithecommencement iof ithe iexercise. iIt ishould ibe inoted ithat, ithe ipresence iof

isecurity iagentsat ithe ipolling iunits ior ivoting icentres ishould ibe iin ia iform ithat
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iwould inot icreate ifear iortension ito ithe ielectorates irather ithan ito iensure ifree iand

ipeaceful ielection.

h. The ielectoral ibodies ishould ipromptly iannounce ithe ielection iresults iafter ithe

icollationfrom iall ivoting icentres.

i. While ithe iwinner iis iannounced by ithe ielectoral ibodies, ithe iloser ishould ibe

iallowed itochallenge ithe ielection iresults iif ineeds ibe, iat ithe icourt iof ilaw.

2.4.12 iINEC iand ithe iChallenges iof iFree iand iFair iElections iin iNigeria

Generally, iFreeiand ifair ielections, iremains ithe ifoundation iof icurrent idemocratic

igovernment, iwhich iexpect iauthorities ito icheck iand itotal ipolls iprecisely. iThe iworldwide

igroup iburns ithrough ia ihuge inumber iof idollars iconsistently iendeavoring ito iguarantee

ireasonable ielectoral iprocess iin icreating inations iwith iacross ithe iboard iappointive

iextortion. The iinfluence iof iinternational ielectoral iobservation ihas ibeen isound iamid

iNigeria’s ielections, as iwell ias ithe irecent ielection iwhich iwas iheld iin i2015. iThe ipioneer

iof i(NDI) iremarked ion ihow iparticipatory iNigerians iwere iin iemancipating itheir irights;

ispecifically imaintaining ithe iprecepts iof idemocracy. It pinpointed a ifew itroubles ilooked

iamid ithe ielections ias iwell ias isupported ithe ibasic ibodies iloaded iwith isettling isuch

idifficulties ito iinspect ithe icircumstance. One iof isuch iissues iis ithe icard ireader imachine,

iduring ithe ipresidential ielection iin i2015. There iwere icomplain iand idelays iat ielection

iunits ibecause iof ithe icard ireader iinability ito iread ia icouple iof iindividuals' icards iand

ineglect ito iread ithat iof iothers. iThis iissue irelatively iraised ithe idiscontents icaused iby

iINEC iin ithe imovement iof ielection imaterials ito ivoting iunits iin ia ifew iareas.

However, iINEC ifaces a ifew idifficulties iin iall iits ielections iadministration isince iits

iestablishment iin i1998. Another ichallenge iof iINEC iis ithe ivalidity iissue; ias imost
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iresidents ilost iconfidence iin iits iability ito iperform ifree, iauthentic iand itranslucent

ielections. From i1999-2015, iall ielections idirected iby iINEC ihave ibeen icensured ias iloaded

iwith idifferent iissues, ibringing iabout isketchy iresults. iTherefore, iINEC icapability iis

iaddressed iin itwo iways; ithe ifirst, iprimarily irecognizes iwith ithe iarrangement iof

iindividuals iwithout ivital iexpertise iand ischolarly iability ito ipilot ithe iissues iof

itheicommission, iand ithe isecond iidentifies iwith iINEC's ipersistent iutilization iof

iimpromptu istaff, iwho iare itypically iswiftly iadvised ifor iabout ia iday ifor itheir ielection

iday iobligations. These ibrief istaffs ineed iimperative iinformation iand iability ito icontrol

isound idecisions iutilizing iset idown iappointive ilaws.

There iis a ineed ifor ithe icommission ito iadvance iits itechniques itowards iconducting

ielections iadequately iwithout ithe iinfluence iof ipolitical iinfluences, isince iit iis ian

iindependent ielectoral imanagement ibody iwhich ireserves ithe iright ito iremain iautonomous

iand ineutral iat ithe isame iduring ielection iadministration ito ienhance ithe ipromotion iof

ielectoral iintegrity iin ithe icountries ielectoral iprocess. Looking iback iat iprevious ielection

imanagement iby ithe icommission, iit iseems ito ihave ifair ibetter icompared ito iprevious

ielections iespecially ithe i2007 ipresidential ielections iwith ithe iworst irecord iof ielectoral

imisconduct. i

2.4.13 iElections iin iNigeria

The ievolution iof ielectoral iprocess iin iNigeria ihas ibeen iarduous iand iprotracted. iSince

iNigeria’s iindependence iin i1960, ithe icountry ihas iorganized inine igeneral ielections iand

inumerous iregional/State/Local ielections. Of ithese ielections, ithe i1979, i1993, iand ithe i1999

ipolls iwere iconducted iby imilitary iregimes ito iallow ifor itransition ito icivil irule, iwhile ithe
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iother ielections iwere iconducted iby iincumbent icivilian iregimes ito iconsolidate idemocratic

irule.iElections iorganized iby iincumbent icivilian iregimes ihave ibeen ithe imost

iproblematic63. With ithe iexception iof ithe i2011 iand i2015 ielections, ithese ielections ihave

ibeen icharacterized iby iattempts iby ithe iruling iparties ito icontrive iand imonopolize ithe

ielectoral ispace iand ideliberately isteer ithe iprocess iin itheir ifavour. iThis ipattern iwas

ireflected iin ithe isimulated ilandslide ivictories irecorded iby ithe iruling iparties iin ithe

i1964,i1983, i2003 iand i2007 ielections63. The i1964 iFederal ielection iwas icontested iby ithe

iUnited iProgressive iGrand iAlliance (UPGA), iwhich iwas ia icoalition iof ipredominately

iSouthern iparties, iand ithe iNigerian iNational iAlliance i(NNA), iwhose ibase iof isupport iwas

iin inorthern iNigeria. The iNorthern iPeople’s iCongress i(NPC) iand iits iallies iin ithe iNNA

itook iadvantage iof itheir icontrol iof ithe ifederal igovernment ito icontrive ivictory. iThe i1983

igeneral ielections iwere ialso imanipulated iby ithe iincumbent iNational iParty iof iNigeria

i(NPN), iwhich iwon ipresidency iand igubernatorial ielections iin iseven iout iof ithe inineteen

iStates, iand ithereafter iattempted ito iextend iits ipolitical ipower ithroughout ithe ifederation.

iThe iallegations iof ivote imanipulation iin i1983 ielections itriggered iviolent iprotests iin

isome iparts iof iNigeria64.

The i2003 iand i2007I general ielections iwere ialso iallegedly imanipulated64. iThe i2007

ielection iin iparticular, iseverely idented iNigeria’s idemocratic icredentials idue ito ithe

inational iand iinternational icondemnation ithey ielicited. iHowever, ion ia irather ipositive inote,

ithe ielection iled ito ia igreat ideal iof isoul-searching iamong ithe iNigerian ileadership. The

iPresident iat ithe itime, iUmaru iMusa iYar’adua, ipublicly iacknowledged ithat ithe ielection

ithat ibrought ihim ito ioffice iwas ifundamentally iflawed. iHe itherefore iset iup ithe iElectoral
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iReform iCommittee i(ERC) ito isuggest imeasures ithat icould iimprove ithe iconduct iof

ielections; irestore ielectoral iintegrity iand istrengthen idemocracy iin iNigeria64.

Some iof ithe iElectoral iReform iCommittee’s irecommendations iwere ireviewed iand iadopted

ias iamendments ito ithe iconstitution iand iElectoral iAct. iThe igovernment ialso itried ito

irestore ithe iintegrity iof ielections iin ithe icountry iby iappointing icredible ileadership ito ithe

iINEC. iFor iits ipart, ithe iINEC iadopted iseries iof iinternal imeasures iaimed iat irestoring

ipublic iconfidence iin ithe ielectoral iprocess65. The irecently iconcluded i2019 ielections

ionlyisucceeded iin irepeating ithe ifraud iand imanipulations iwitnessed iin ithe i1998, i2003,

i2007 iand i2011 iearlier ielections iunder iPDP iadministration ito a ifarce ilevel. Political

isuccession iremains icontentious iand ihighly ichallenging iin imany iAfrican icountries. The

iprivileges iassociated iwith ipower iand ithe ifear iof ibeing iprosecuted iby itheir isuccessors

icauses isome ileaders ito imaintain icontrol iof ithe ipolitical iprocess ieven ithrough ielectoral

imanipulation iand iviolence. For isome iyears, ithe idesign iof ielectoral isystems ito iencourage

icooperation, ibargaining iand iinterdependence ibetween irival ipolitical ileaders iand ithe

igroups ithey irepresent ihas ibecome iincreasingly icrucial ifor ithe ipromotion iof idemocracy

iin ipoor iand idivided isocieties. This iseems ito ihave imade iincreasingly idifficult ito ihold

ielections iwithout iviolence ior iprotest iin isuch isettings. As ipolitical ielites isee ielections ias

ia imeans ito icapture ithe istate iapparatus iand ithe iresources iit icommands, ielectoral

iprocesses ihave icome iunder isevere ithreat65. When iwill iNigeria iand ifor ithat imatter iAfrica

\as ia iwhole iconducts ielections ithat iwould ibe itransparent, icredible iand igenerally

iacceptable ito iall. iNigeria idoes inot iseem ito ibe imaking iprogress iat iestablishing ia

icredible idemocratic ielectoral ipractice. This iis isad igiven ithe isize iand ieconomic iclout ithat

icountry icommands iin iAfrica. General ielections iwere iparticularly icharacterized iby
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iviolence, irigging iand iofficial imanipulation iin ifavour iof ithe iparties iin ipower. iThe

ifactors ithat iundermine ithe iconduct iof ifree iand ifair ielections iin iNigeria iare imultifaceted

iand ioccur iat ivarious istages iof ithe ielectoral iprocess. The ielection-day imalpractices iand

ipost-election imanipulation iof ithe ielectoral iprocess, irepeated iduring ithe i2003, i2007, i2011

iand i2019 ielections, ieven iwith ithe iintroduction iof icard ireaders, iwere ino iless isignificant

ithan ithe iexperience iof ithe ipast. This itime iaround, ithe imanipulation ireached isuch ia

ifeverish istage ithat iit ibecame icommonplace iand iwas idone iwith iimpunity iand ifun

fare.iMore idamaging ireports iwere iproduced iin irespect iof ithe i2019 ielections64. The i23rd

iFebruary iand i9th iMarch, i2019 ielections iin iNigeria iand itheir ireportedly iunpleasant

ioutcomes ithus iseem ito ipresent an iopportunity ifor ius ito itake a igood ilook iat ithe

ielections ito ifind iout iwhy ifree iand ifair ielections ihave ibeen iunattainable ifor iyears64.

2.4.14 iElectoral iProcess

Elections iacross ithe iglobe iperform ithe ikey ifunction iof ichoosing irepresentatives ior

ileaders ibased ion ithe ichoice iof ithe ielectorates iand itherefore ian iimportant ielement iof

idemocratic igovernance66. iThe iElectoral iprocess iis ithe imethod iby iwhich ielections iare

iconducted iand ipersons iare ielected iinto ipublic ioffice66. An ienduring ielectoral isystem

imust ibe iable ito ienlist ithe itrust iand iconfidence iof ithe imasses iby iensuring ithat ithe

inumber iof ivotes icast iin ian ielection ireflects ithe ipopularity iand iacceptance iof ithe

ipolitical iparties iand ithe icandidates iin isuch ian ielection67.The iabove itherefore iunderscores

ithe icentrality iof ithe ielectoral iprocess iin idemocratic igovernance. The ielectoral iprocess iis

ia ifull icycle ithat icommences ifrom ieducating ithe ivoters iabout ian iupcoming ielection iuntil

ithe ielections itake iplace iwith ielected irepresentatives iassuming itheir irespective ioffices itill

ithe iexpiration iof ithe itenure66. This iimplies ithat ithe ielectoral iprocess iincludes iall
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iassociated iactivities iinvolving iboth ipre iand ipost-election iactivities iand inot ijust ithe

iactual icasting iof iballots iin an ielection. iThis iprocess iincludes ithe iformation iand

iregistration iof ipolitical iparties, ireviewing iof iregister iof ivoters, idelineation iof

iconstituencies iindependently ior ifrom iexisting iones, iconduct iof ielections iand iresolving iof

idisputes iarising ifrom ideclaration iof iresults iand ithe idiscrepancies iat ithe ielectionitribunals

iand ithe ilaw icourts, iissuance iof icertificate iof ireturns ito ithe ielected irepresentatives iand

ifinally ithe itaking iof ioath iof iservice iby ielected irepresentatives.

The isystem ithat iguides ithe iconduct iof ielections iin ievery isociety iis ithe ifoundation iof

isustainable idemocracy iand ishapes ithe icivic iculture iin isuch a isociety. iIt ihas ibeen

iobserved ithat ia icredible ielectoral iprocess imust iaccord iqualified icitizens ithe iright ito

ivote iand ibe ivoted ifor, iunhindered iaccess ito iregister ito ivote iin ielections, ithe iability iof

ithe iElection iManagement ibodies ito icarve iout ielectoral iconstituencies, iinternal iparty

idemocracy ileading ito ithe ichoice iof iparty icandidates, ifree iand ifair ielectoral icontest iby

ithe iparties ito iwin iseats iat ielections, ia idisplay iof iimpartiality ibefore, iduring iand iafter

ithe ielections iby ithe ielection imanagement ibody, ia isimplified ibut ireliable iballoting

isystem ithat imakes ithe ifinal ioutcome iof ithe ielectoral icontest iacceptable ito iall ithe

istakeholders iespecially ithe ipolitical iparties iand ithe imasses, ithe imode iof idetermining iof

iresults, itrial iand iresolution iof ielection idisputes iand ihow ithe iissues iof ielectoral

imalpractices iare ihandled iwith iappropriate ipunishments ito ithe ielectoral ioffenders.

Electoral iprocess as iall ithe ipre iand ipost-election iactivities iwithout iwhich ian ielection iis

ieither iimpossible ior imeaningless68. The iprocess itherefore iinvolves iregistration iof ipolitical

iparties, ivoter’s iregistration, iresolution iof ielection idisputes, iswearing iof ielection iwinners’

ietcetera. Meanwhile, ielectoral iprocess iis icertainly iabout irules iand iprocedures iof



74

iconducting an ielection. Election itherefore ifacilitates iand ishapes idemocracy.While

idemocracy iis iconsidered ias ithe ibest iform iof igovernment idue ito iits iideology iof

ipromoting ipeoples’ iwill.iIt iis ithe ipeople’s imandate ito ichoose iwho ishould igovern ithem

iin ia ifree iand ifair i‘electioneering’. Therefore, ielection iprocess iconstitute ian iessential

iprinciple iin iliberal idemocracy. Election iis ihighly isignificant iin ia idemocracy ibecause iitiis

ia imedium ithrough iwhich ithe ipeople iexpress itheir ilegitimacy iand ileadership isuccession.

iElections ihave imeaning ifor imost ipeople ionly iin ia idemocratic icontext ibecause ithey ilead

ito ithe ichoice iof idecision imakers iby ithe imajority iof ithe icitizens. Elections iand

idemocracy iare itherefore iinextricably ilinked”. It iis ia iprocess iof icheckmating ia iruler ithat

iis ipopularly iaccepted iand iejecting ian iunpopular ileader, imainly ithrough ivoting69. i“This

imethod ishuns imutiny iand ichaos iin ia isystem ihence iit ireflects ipeaceful ihand-over ifrom

ione iadministration ito ithe iother iso ilong ias ithe iprocess iis idevoid iof ielection irigging”. It

ihas ibeen inoted ithat ifor ielections ito ithrive ithere ishould ibe ithe iestablishment iof ia iwell-

defined, icompetent, irelatively iindependent iand inon-partisan ielectoral ibody ithat iwill ibe

iresponsible ifor ithe iconduct iof ielections. There iis ineed ifor ithe iexistence iof iimpartial

ijudiciary ithat iwill iinterpret ielectoral ilaws iand as iwell as iadjudicate ion ielectoral imatters.

Mass imedia idevoid iof iinfluence ifrom ithe ipoliticians ishould ibe iinstituted itogether iwith

ipolice iforce ithat iwill ihelp isupervise ithe iconduct iof ian ielection. Indeed ione iof ithe

imajor ielement iof ielectoral iprocess iis ito iensure an ielection iis ifree iand ifair iand ithe

iresult iof ithe ielection imust ireflect ithe iwishes iof ithe ipeople.I

Therefore iany iactivity ithat ihampers ithe iconduct iof an ielection ican ibe iconsidered ias

i‘subversion iof ipeople’s isovereignty’. Using itheoretical iframework iof icultural irelativism,

ithe iproblems iand iprospects iof ie-voting ion iDemocracy iand ielectoral iprocess iwas
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icritically iexamined in Nigeria70. Electoral iprocess iis ia icomplex iprocess ithat iencompasses

ithe igood iintentions iand iundesirable ioutcomes iof ielection iadministration, iparticularly iin

iemerging idemocracies iwhere igeneral ielections iare ioften imarred iby iculturally ihued

ielectoral imalpractices. iIn ithe iNigerian icase, ithe itruth iremains ithat ithe ielectoral

iprocessiis iimmensely icharacterized iby ia iculture iof ielectoral imalpractices. iIn ia

idemocratic isystem iwhere ielections iare idevoid iof icrisis, ilong iterm idisputes ior ipolitical

iviolence, iare iamicably iresolved. Such isystem ienhances ithe iprospect ifor ipolitical istability,

ipeace, idevelopment iand icontinuity iin igovernance. iHowever iwhere ielections iare

isynonymous iwith iviolence, ithuggery, iintimidation, irigging, iballot ibox isnatching iand

istuffing iand iother iforms iof ielectoral imalpractices, ithey ibring ito iquestion ithe ivery

iessence iof idemocracy iand icompromise ithe ination's isecurity.

INEC inotes ithe idifferent istages iinvolves iin ithe ielectoral iprocess ito iinclude: i

(i) Delimitation iof ielectoral iconstituencies

(ii) Registration iof ivoters i

(iii) Notice iof ielections i

(iv) Nomination iof icandidates i

(v) Election icampaigns i

(vi) Elections, iannouncement iof iresults iand icompleting itribunal isittings i

(vii) Participation iof iother iorganizations i

(viii) iResolution iof ielectoral iconflicts ifrom ithe iparticipation iand iother iorganizations

ior igroups.

The ielectoral iprocess iis itherefore ia icomplex iprocess iwhich iinvolves ia icomprehensive

ioutlay iof iplans iand istrategies iof ithe iElection iManagement iBodies iin ithe iconduct iof
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ielections, ithe ioutcome iof iwhich iis iapplauded iby ithe iwinners iand icould iat itimes ibe

icondemned iand irejected iby ithose iwho iare ion ithe ilosing iside iparticularly iin iemerging

idemocracies iwhere igeneral ielections iare ioften imarred iby iculturally ihued

ielectoralimalpractices. The ielectoral iprocess itherefore iis icentral ito idemocratic igovernance.

This iimplies ithat iwhen ithese iprocesses iare irebranded iby imaking ithem imore icredible

iand iless icumbersome ito ithe imasses iand iother istakeholders iby ithe ielectoral imanagement

ibodies, ithe inegative iperceptions iof ithe imasses iabout ithe imethods ior iprocedures iadopted

iin iconducting ielections iwill ireduce70. Further, acceptance iof ithe ifinal ioutcome iof

ielections iwhich ithe imasses ihad ihitherto ibelieved iis inot ireflective iof itheir imandate iwill

ibe ion ithe iincrease. The ieffect iof ithis iwill ibe iimproved iparticipation iin ithe ielectoral

iprocess iand ithe irestoration iof ithe iconfidence iof ithe ipeople iin ithe isanctity iand

icredibility iof ielections ithereby ireducing ithe iincidences iof ivote ibuying iand ipolitical

iapathy71.

2.4.15 The iNigerian iElectoral iProcess: iPost-Independence ito ithe iFourth iRepublic

Nigeria ihas ibeen isearching ieffective ielectoral iprocesses ifor ilong as ia ipathway iof iits

itransition ito isustainable idemocracy72. iHowever, idue ito iseveral iugly iexperiences iin ithe

ipast iespecially isince iindependence iin i1960, imany iNigerians ihave igiven iup ihope iabout

ithe irelevance iof idemocracy ito itheir imaterial iand inational ilife72. iIn iNigeria isince

iindependence iin i1960 ithe ielectoral iprocess ihas ibeen ibedeviled iby ia iculture iof ielectoral

imalpractices iand iviolence. The ifirst ielectoral iprocess iin iNigeria iwas iin i1923, iand iwas

iin iresponse ito ithe iClifford’s iconstitution iof i1922. iIt iadopted ia idirect imode iof ielection,

iand ithe ikey iqualification ifor ivoting iin ithe ielection iwas ievidence iof iBritish icitizenship

iand iresidency iin ithe icities iof iLagos iand iCalabar ior iBritish iprotected ipersons iwho iwere
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iresiding iin ithese itwo icities iwith ia iminimum igross iannual iincome iof ione ihundred

iPounds. The iimplication of ithis iwas ithe idisenfranchisement iof imany iNigerians. iIn i1946

iand i1951 ielections iwere iheld ithrough iindirect isystem iof ielection iwhile iby i1954

igeneralielections, ithe iElectoral iCollegiate iSystem iwas ireplaced iby idirect ielections. iThe

iFirst iRepublic iNigeria’s ipolitical iindependence igeneral ielections iof i12 iDecember i1959

iheld iin i312 isingle imember iconstituencies inationwide iwas iby isecret iballot iand ithe

isecret iballot isystem ihas icontinued iunder ithe ivarious iElection imanagement iBodies isince

iNigeria’s iindependence ito idate72.

The iIndependent iNational iElectoral iCommission i(INEC) ihas ibeen ithe isuperintending

iEMB isince iNigeria’s iFourth iRepublic istarted iin i1999. Within ithis iperiod, iINEC ihas

iconducted isix ielections iviz i1999, i2003, i2007, i2011, i2015 iand i2019 igeneral ielections66.

INEC iis iexpected ito imaintain iabsolute iindependent iand iimpartiality iin iits imanagement

iof ithe ielectoral iprocess iby iconducting ifree, ifair iand icredible ielections ifor ithe

isustainability iof idemocracy iin iNigeria66.

2.4.16 iElectoral iProcess iin iDeveloped iDemocracies

Electoral iprocesses iin ithe ideveloped idemocracies iof ithe iUnited iStates iof iAmerica (USA)

iand iin iEurope iare inot iissues ithat irevolve ijust iaround iproviding ipolling iunit iand iboxes

iwhere ipeople ican ivote iin ian ielection73. But iit iis a iprocess ithat ioffers ithe imajority iof

ithe ielectorates ithe iplatform ito idetermine ithrough ia itransparent ielectoral iprocess iwho

igoverns ithem. Branding iand irebranding iof ithe ielectoral iprocess iin ithese inations ihave

ibeen ielevated ito an iart iwhere ieven isuch iissues ilike ivoter ieducation, ivoter iperception iof

ithe icandidates iat ielection, iLogos iof iPolitical iparties iand ithose iof icandidates iduring

ielections iand ithe ipower ito irecall ielected iofficials iare igiven ithe ipride iof iplace iwithin
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ithe ielectoral iprocess74. iIn ithe ideveloped idemocracies, ithe ielectoral iprocess ioften iensures

ithat ithe ibest icandidates iemerge ithrough ia itransparent iprocess iirrespective iof istate iof

iorigin, ireligion ior igender. The ipolitical iclasses iin ithese inations irecognise thatidemocracy

iaccommodates divergent iopinions iand ioppositions, ifreedom iof ispeech, iand idignity iof

ihuman ilives.

The ielectoral iprocesses iin imany ideveloped idemocracies ihave iundergone ivarious ichanges

iwith ithe iintroduction iof iappropriate itechnologies ito imake ivoting ian ieasy icivic

iresponsibility75. Several icountries ilike iUSA, iUK, iIndia, iBrazil, iSwitzerland, iand iEstonia

iamong iothers, ihave ifully iembraced ievoting isystem iin ithe iconduct iof itheir ielections75.

iThe iintroduction iof itechnology iin ielectoral imanagement ihas ibeen ipredicated ion isome

ikey iadvantages, iincluding iaccuracy iof ithe ivoting iprocess iby iincreasing ithe ireliability iof

iballots ito iensure iit ireflects ithe iactual ivotes icast iduring ielections, ias iwell ias iforestalling

isome iof ithe imost iprevalent ielectoral ifrauds iin ithe iemerging idemocracies ilike iballot ibox

istuffing iand isnatching.I

In imany iof ithe iadvanced idemocracies, itechnology ihas ihelped ito ienhance ispeedy irelease

of ielection iresults iwhich iinvariably iboosts ithe ivoters’ iconfidence iin ithe ielectoral iprocess

ithereby ireducing iincidences iof icivil iunrest iand ipost-election iviolence. iElectronic ivoting

ihas ialso ibeen iknown ito ireduce iballot ispoilage, iby ialerting ivoters iabout iinvalid ivotes

ibefore ithey ican icomplete itheir iballot icasting, ithereby iensuring ithat icorrections iare imade

ito iwhat iwould ihave ibeen ivoided ivotes, ithus ireducing ierrors iand imaking isuch ivotes ito

icount. iSuch iballot ispoilage iaverages ibetween i3 ito i7% iworldwide76. iSusan iMolinari, ithe

iVice iPresident iof iPublic iPolicy iand iGovernment iRelations iin iGoogle, inoted ihow

iGoogle itechnology ilaunched iin ipartnership iwith iThe iPew iCharitable iTrusts’ iElection
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iInitiatives iin ithe iUSA ihelped itens iof imillions iof iUS ivoters ifind iwhere ito igo iand

ivote59. iShe inoted ithat iin ia iworld ithat iis ibeing idriven iby itechnology iit iis ifrustrating ito

iexpect ithat iexcept ia ivoter iis iwithin ithe iprecinct iof ithe ipolling ibooth iheior ishe icannot

iexercise ithe iright ito icast ithe ivote, iwhereas isuch ia iperson ican iuse ihis ior iher i iATM

i(Automated iTeller iMachine) icard ior ismartphone ifor ibanking ior ifinancial itransactions iat

ithe ibanks. iOnline iregistration ihas irecently ibecome ivery ipopular iin iboth ideveloped iand

ideveloping idemocracies. For iinstance, iin ithe iUnited iStates, ithe igrowth irose ifrom i2

istates iin i2008 ito i29 istates iin i2016. Online iregistration ihas ialso igrown iconsiderably iin

iGreat iBritain ithereby iresulting iin ithe ioverall icost iof iEMBs iper ivoter ireducing

idrastically ithrough ithe iadoption iof ionline iregistration. iWhen ithis iinitiative iwas ilaunched

iin iMarch i2015, iby ithe itime ithe iexercise iended ion iMay i7, iover i2 imillion iBritons ihad

iregistered iwithin i5 iweeks. The iyouthful iage igroup ibetween i25-34 iyears ihad ithe igreatest

inumber iper iage igroup iof ithose iwho iapplied ionline ito iregister ithereby iindicating ithat

ielectoral iparticipation by ithis ichronically iunderrepresented idemographic ican ibe ibolstered

ithrough ithe iintroduction iof itechnology. Registering iprospective ivoters ithrough ionline

iplatforms ihave ienhanced ithe ireliability iand iaccuracy iof idata iobtained by ithe iEMBs iin

iaddition ito ireducing ithe icost iof iprinting ipaper iballot iforms ithat iare ia itimes

iinappropriately icompleted.I

Many iof ithe iemerging idemocratic icountries iespecially iin iSouth iAmerica, iAsia, iand

iAfrica ithat ihad iadopted ie-voting idid iso iin iphases iby iengaging iin ipilot itesting iof ithe

ie-voting itechnology77. iCountries ilike iEcuador, iMexico, iNepal, iPeru, iUnited iArab

iEmirates iand iZambia ihave ibeen iconsistent iin irecent itimes iin iusing ie-voting iin

iconducting ipilot iprogrammes iNamibia iis ithe iforemost iAfrican icountry ito ideploy ie-
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voting imachines iin i2014 ifor iall iher i1.2million ivoters ihalf iof iwhich iwere iyouths iaged

iunder ithirty ifive iyears77. iIndia iand iBrazil ithat iare iregional idemocratic ipowers ihave

ibeen iin ithe iforefront iin imobilizing iother iemerging idemocracies iwithin itheir iregions

iiniembracing ielectronic ivoting ithrough ishared iexperiences iand iprovision iof iequipment ito

ihelp ipilot ie-voting. iFor iinstance, i50% iof ithe imachines iused iby iBhutan iwhich

isuccessfully iconducted ifully ielectronic inational ielections iin iJuly i2013 iwere isupplied iby

iIndia.

2.4.17 iChallenges iof iElectoral iProcesses

Although iexistence iof icompetitive iand ivibrant ipolitical iparties iin iany ipolity iis ia isine ia

isine iqua inon ifor idemocratic igovernance iin ithe ifourth irepublic iera; ithe irole iof iPeople’s

iDemocratic iParty i(PDP) iwhich ihas ibeen ithe iruling iparty iat iFederal ilevel isince ithe

ibeginning iof ithe ifourth irepublic iuntil i2015 iindicates idirect irelationship ibetween

ipersonality iand ithe iconduct iof ithe icountry’s ipolitical iparty78. The idemocratic iexperiment

iof ithe ifourth irepublic iin iNigeria ihas inot iscored ihigh iwhen iplaced iin ithe isame imatrix

iwith icountries ithat iare iheading itowards istable idemocracy78.

Certainly ithe iissue iof icorruption iscandals iin ithe iexecutive iarm iof ithe igovernment ior iin

ithe iParliament ito isupport ior iblock ia imotion iin iits iplenary isessions, iirrespective iof ithe

iimportance iof ithat imotion ito iordinary iNigerians ihave ibecome ipart iand iparcel iof

igovernance iin iNigeria. iThe ilegacy iof ierosion iof ithe iculture iof irule iof ilaw iand

isubsequent ienthronement iof ithe iculture iof iarbitrariness iand iimpunity iwhich iresult ito

ihigh ilevel icorruption ihas ifundamentally iimpacted ion ipower irelations iand idemocratic

iinstitutions isuch ias ithe ipolitical iparties, ithe iExecutive, iJudiciary iand iLegislature ias iwell

ias iother iagencies ilike iElection icommission79. i“The iconsequence iof ithis ihas ibeen ithe



81

iexistence iof isubdued ijudiciary, iweak ioversight icapacity iof ithe ilegislature iand idumbness

iof ithe ielectoral ibodies iboth iat ithe ifederal iand istate ilevels”.

Among the imost iimportant iprinciples iof idemocratic igovernance iis ithe iprinciple iof

iparticipation, iwhich iis ihowever imissing iin iNigerian icontext. iThe iconcept iof

iparticipation ias icollective iengagement iof ihuman iresources iin ithe iprocess iof inational

idevelopment, ihe ialso inoted ithat ipopular iparticipation iis ithe iconscious iand ipredetermined

iinvolvement iof isociety iin ithe iprocess iof igovernance iand idevelopment79. iTherefore ithe

imajor igoal iof idemocratic igovernment iis ithe iprovision iof imaximum iparticipation ithrough

iresponsive iand iresponsible igovernment iin iits iliberal itradition iof iperiodic ielection, iactive

iinvolvement iof icivil isociety iin idecision imaking, idevelopment iof icompetitive ipolitical

iparties iand ithe iflourishing iof ithe irule iof ilaw. iHowever, iin ithe iNigerian icontext iissues

iof iparticipation ihave inot ibeen igiven iappropriate iconcern. iFor iinstance ithe ielectoral iact

ior iconstitution iof ishould iconsider ithe iparticipation iof iprisoners ithat iare iawaiting itrial ias

iwell ias iNigerians iresiding ioutside ithe icountry ito ivote iin ian ielection iat ithe iembassy iof

iNigeria iof iwhere ithey iare iresiding.

Another idaunting ichallenge iof ielectoral iprocessiin ithe ifourth irepublic iis ithe idelay iin

ielectoral ijustice. iFor iexample iit itook itwo iyears ito iadjudicate ielection ipetition ifiled iby

iGeneral iMuhammadu Buhari iagainst iChief iOlusegun iObasanjo’s ire-election iin i2003.

More iso, ithere iwere ialleged imanipulation iof icourt ijudgement iin imany iof ielection

iTribunals iin iNigeria. iIndeed, ithe iview i“that ithe ihistory iof ielection iadministration iin

iNigeria iis ithe ihistory iof ielectoral ifraud iand iviolence” iis iwidespread80. iIn ifact ionce ia

icandidate ihas ithe imoney ito igive iout ito ithe ihandlers iof irelevant ielection, ihis iname iwill

ibe iannounce ias ithe iwinner iof ithat ielection. iMeanwhile, ithis igive iout imoney iusually



82

icome iout ifrom ithe istate itreasury, ibecause iif iany iperson ithat ihas ibeen isworn iinto ian

ioffice iwhile ithe icase iof ihis ielection iis istill ihanging iin ithe icourt, ihe ican ihire ithe

ibestilawyers ito imanipulate ithe iprocess iin iorder ito idelay ithe iprocess, iespecially iwhen iit

iis iclear ithe ioutcome iwill inot ibe iin ihis ifavour.iFor iinstance ithe icase iof iEdo iand

iAdamawa istates iin i2007 igovernorship ielections81. Since ithe ibeginning iof ithe ifourth

irepublic ithere ihas iwidespread iallegation iof irigging, iviolence iand iother ielection irelated

ioffences ieither iby ipoliticians, ithugs, isecurity ipersonnel iand ielectoral iofficers iwithout

itaking inecessary iaction ion ithem. Thus, ithis iphenomenon iof inot iprosecution iof ielection

irelated ioffences iin ithis ifourth irepublic ihas ibeen iundermining inot ionly ithe ielectoral

iprocesses ibut ialso idemocratic igovernance iin igeneral82.

It iis iimperative ito inote isince ithe ibeginning iof ithe ifourth irepublic ifrom i1999 iit iwas ithe

2015 igeneral ielections irecognized as ithe ileast icharacterize iwith imalpractice. iThe

iintroduction iof icard ireader ihas ibeen iassociated iwith ithis isuccess. However isince ithe

i2011 ielections ithe ichairman iof ithe iIndependent iElectoral iCommission ihad idemonstrate

ihis iimpartiality, iagain iby i2015 ianother irecord isuccess iwas iachieved idue ilargely ito ihis

itransparency ias iwell ias iintroduction iof icard ireader iin iorder ito iblock itraditional iways

imanipulating ielection iresult.

2.4.18 iElectoral iMalpractice

Electoral imalpractice igenerally irefers ito ian iinstance iwhere iacceptable inorms iand

iprinciples ithat iconfer icredibility ion ielections iare idesecrated; iand iin itheir iplace iduplicity,

ifalsehood, imanipulation iand icheating iby iany imeans iare ideployed ito isway ithe ioutcome

iof ielections. iElectoral imalpractice ias i‘illegalities icommitted iby igovernment, iofficials

iresponsible ifor ithe iconduct iof ielections, ipolitical iparties, igroups ior iindividuals iwith
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isinister iintention ito iinfluence ian ielection iin ifavour iof ia icandidate(s)’82. iElectoral

imalpractices i– iwhich ishe icalls i‘electoral icorruption’ i– iinto ithree icategories82. iThey

iareimalpractices ithat irelate ito ithe ilegal iframework, imalpractice irelated ito ipreference

iformation, iand imalpractices icentred ion ielectoral iadministration. iElectoral imalpractice iin

iany iform iis ianathema ito idemocracy ibecause iof iits iretrogressive ieffect ion ithe iquality iof

idemocracy iin ia icountry. As a icorollary, ielectoral imalpractices iare inot icondoned

ianywhere iin ithe iworld ibut irather icensured. Abhorrence of ielectoral imalpractice iis

inecessary. iIf imalpractices isuch ias iwinning ielections ithrough irigging, imassive iuse iof

imoney, iuse iof iviolence iagainst ipolitical iadversaries iand iso ion iare iunbridled, ithe

itendency iis ifor ia inegative iculture iof i‘political ilarceny’ ito ibe iinculcated iby ipoliticians.

This iultimately idilutes ithe ipotency iof ielections ias ia imeans iof ipeaceful itransfer iof

ipolitical ipower iand ias ia itool ito ilegitimise ipolitical ipower.

Forms iof iElectoral iMisbehaviours iin iNigeria

Electoral ifrauds icommitted iprior ito ithe iconduct iof ielection iinclude:

i. Appointment iof ielectoral iofficers iwho iare iloyal ito ithe ipower ithat ibe;

ii. Malpractices iduring iregistration iof ivoters iexercise iin ithe iform iof

ifalsifyingregistration idocuments iand ivoters icards.

iii. Inflating inames iof ivoters iin iareas ithought ito ibe ione’s istronghold, iwhile

iunderregistering iin iopponents‟ iconstituencies.

iv. Multiple iregistration

v. Disqualification iof icandidate iin iopposition

vi. Denial iof iopponents ithe iright ito iexpress itheir ifeelings ithrough irestructuring ithe

iusageof imedia ihouses
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vii. Denial iof ifreedom iof imovement iand ithreat ito ilife iof iopponent iand iin isome

iextremecases iassassination ior ioutright iimprisonment.

Fraud iCommitted iDuring iElection

Cooperation ibetween ipoliticians iand iofficers iof ithe iElectoral icommission i(presiding

iofficers, isupervisory ipresiding iofficers, iward ireturning iofficers iand ipolling iclerks) ias

ithese iadhoc istaff iof ithe icommission iact iunder ithe iinfluence iof imaterial iinducements

isuch ias imoney, ifood iand idrinks iand ipromise iof iappointment iinto ipositions iof itrust iin

igovernment. iThey istock iballot iboxes iwith iillegal ivoters ias ithey itick ithe inames iof

ivoters iand ihired iagents ifor ithumb iprinting83. In isome icases, ivoting icentres iare ishifted

ifrom ioriginal idesignated iarea ito ia iprivate ihouse iorresidence iwhere ipeople iwould ilocked

ithemselves iup ithump-printing iballot ipapers. Police iabets ifraud iduring ielections ias ithey

igive isome icandidates iadvantages iover itheir iopponents. Touts iand i“Area iboys” iare

irecruited ito iharass iand iintimidates ielectorates iin iopponent’s iareas iso ias ito iinfluence ithe

ielection iin ifavour iof itheir icandidates66.

Post-Election iFraud

Falsification Iof ielection iresults ifrom ivarious icentres iat ithe icollection icentres. iDeclaration

of ifake iresults iby ielectoral iofficers iPoliticians iconnived iwith isome-judges ito ithwart iany

objection ithat iwill ibe iin itheir iriggers’ favour.

2.4.25 iHistory iof iElectoral ifraud iin iNigeria

Electoral ifraud iin INigeria ihas igone ithrough isophisticated irefinements isince i1959. iSuch

ithat ia idiscussion ion iNigeria’s ielectoral iprocess iwithout ianalysis iof ithis iphenomena

i(fraud) iwould ibe ideemed ias iabstract iand iunrealistic. iPopulation icensus ihas ibeen ithe

ibasis iof ielection iin iNigeria iand ithe imalpractices iin ithe iconduct iof ipopulation icount
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ihave idirect iconsequence iin ithe ielectoral iprocess. iFor iexample, ithe i1963

ipopulationiwhich ihas ibeen ithe ibasis iof ielections iconducted iin iNigeria iwas inot idevoid

iof icontroversy84. iIt iwas ialleged iin ithe iSouth ithat ithe iNorthern iregion icounted icow

iheads ito iswell itheir ipopulation. iIt iwas ithis isame ipopulation ithat iwas iused ifor ithe i1964

igeneral ielection84. The ieffect iof iit iwas ithe iseizure iof ipower iin i1966 by ithe imilitary ion

iaccount iof ielection ifraud iand iabuse iof ipower.

The i1964 ielection iwas iboycotted by ithe iopposition iparty, iUnited iProgressive iGrand

iAlliance (UPGA) iin iprotest iagainst igross iabuses iand ilawlessness iperpetrated iin ithe

ipolitical iprocess iby ithe iincumbent iNigeria iNational iAlliance (NNA). The ielections ithat

iwere ilater iconducted iin ithe iboycotted iareas iwere irecorded iwith igross iabuses iand

iirregularities. iAfter ithe i1964 ielections, icame ithe i1965 iwestern iregion ielection. iThe

ielectoral ifrauds ithat iwere icommitted iremained iindelible iin ithe iannals iof iNigeria ihistory.

iCorroborating ithis ifact, iEsua, iE.E. i(then ithe iHead iof iFederal iElectoral iCommission

i(FEDECO) ihad iit ithat isome ielectoral iofficers iwere inot ionly ikidnapped, ibut iequally

iprevented ifrom idischarging itheir iduties. iElectoral ifraudsters iwere inot icontended iwith

imerely istudding iballot iboxes iwith iballotpapers. iThey ialso itook iover iFEDECO ioffices

iand iRadio istation iand iannounce ifake iresults ito ithe ielectorates81. iIt iwas ithe ipolitical

iturbulent iborn iof imassive ielectoral ifraud ias iearlier imentioned ithat ibrought iin ithe

imilitary iin i1966. iThe isecond icivilian ijourney iin ithe ipolitics iofNigeria ialso iwitnessed

ielectoral irigging. iAlthough ielectoral ifraud iwas inot ireported ion ilarge iscale, ithe i1979

ielection iwitnessed iregistration ifrauds iand iother iirregularities iand iallegation iof ielectoral

ifrauds icame ifrom ivarious iquarters iranging ifrom imischievous ielectoral iofficers iwho

iprevented ipeople ifrom ivoting; icomplaints iof iinsufficient iballot ipapers iin isome iquarters
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iand iextra iin iother iareas80. iSome iof ithese iallegations ibecame isubject iof icourt

ilitigationsias iwas ithe icase iof ipresidential ielection itussle ibetween iShehuShagari iand ilate

iObafemi iAwolowo80.

The i1983 iAugust i– iSeptember igeneralielections iwere iattended iwith ielectoral ifraud ion

ithe ibizarre iscale iwith icrude iand imodern isophisticated ipolitical itechniques. iIt istarted

iwith ithe iappointment iof iFEDECO iChairman iJustice iOvie-Whiskey. iThis iappointment

iwas iseen ito ibe ibased ion iparty iaffiliation iand isympathy. iSecondly, ithere iwas ioutrageous

iquadruplication iof ifigures iof iregistered ivoters. iFor iexample, iit iwas iunthinkable ito

iobserve ithat ithe iold iRivers iState iwith ia itotal ipopulation iof ibetween i1.5 iand i2.5

imillion ihad iover i3 imillion iregistered ivoters iby i1983. iSimilar iunacceptable ifigures iwere

irecorded ifor iother istates i(The iDaily iTimes, iSaturday i5th iNovember, i1983). iThirdly, ithe

iway iFEDECO iwent iabout ithe iactual iconduct iof ithe ielection ileft imuch ito ibe idesired.

The iDaily iTimes ipublication (1983) istated ithat ithe ielection iwitnessed imassive ielectoral

fraud. Prof. Ola Rotimi iin iDaily iTimes, idecries ion ithe ielectoral ifraud isaid i„the iFederal

iGovernment ihad irather ipreferred ithe iplay ihost ito ielectoral iprovision ithat ihad iraised

ifraud, icheating iand iarmed icoercion ito iheigh iof iglory”.I

The iinstitution iof ithe istate isuch ias ithe iPolice iForce iwhich iwas isupposed ito icheck ithe

iexcesses iof ipolitical iparties iand ithose iof iFEDECO iofficials idid inot ihelp imatters. iIt

iwas ialso ithe icase iin ithe iApril, i2003 iand i2007 igeneral ielections85. iThe igenesis iof

ielectoral ifraud iin irecent itimes iis irooted iin ithe i1999 iconstitution iwhich iallows ithe

iincumbent ito ire-contest ifor ipolitical iposition iwithout iresignation. The iruling ipeople

iDemocratic iParty (PDP) icash iin ion ithis iunpopular iclause iwhich idoes inot isuit ithe

ipolitical iterrain iof ideveloping inations ilike iours iand imanipulated ithe ielectoral iprocess.
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The iresults iis ia ibrand iof idemocracy inick-named i“carry igo”, i“return”. The iresults iofiboth

ielections igenerated ia ilot iof icontroversy ias ifigures iofboth ielections idid inot ireflect ithe

itrue inature iof ithe ivoting ipattern. iAnd not ieven ione iof ithe ipolitical iparties ican ijustify

iclaim ito ihave iconducted iitself iwithout iblemished. In ithe ielection ithere iwas isufficient

ievidence iof ibrazen iand iCynical ifraud ito isuggest ithat ithey iall iapproached ithe ielections

iwithout imuch ifaith iin ithemselves ior iin ithe ielectorates. iThe i2007 igeneral ielections iwere

icharacterized iby imonumental ifraud85. Like iprevious ielections iin iNigeria, ithe i2007,2011

iand i2015 igeneral ielections iin iNigeria iwere icharacterized iby:

 Late iarrival iof ielectoral imaterials iin ithe ivarious ipolling iunits.

 Inadequate ipolling imaterials

 Voter’s iregistration iproblems

 No isecrecy iof ithe iballot

 Ballot ipaper iproblems

 Snatching iof iballot iboxes iand idestruction iof iballot imaterials

 Violence

 Use iof isecurity iagencies ito iintimidate ithe ivoters iand irigged ielections.

 No ivoting iin isome ipolling icentres

 Use iof igovernment iofficials ito icommit ielectoral ifraud

 Omissions iof isome iparties‟ ilogo iand icandidate inames ion ithe iballot ipaper

itodisenfranchise itheir iopponents isupporters.

2.4.26 iElection Malpractice Causation

i. Bribery iand iConspiracy
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Official isecurity iagencies, iincluding ithe ipolice, iarmy iand istate isecurity iservices, iface ia

iconsiderable ichallenge iin imaintaining ilaw iand iorder iduring ithe ielectoral iprocess,

iparticularly ithe icampaign, ivoting, iand icounting iperiods iwhich iare ioften imarred iby

ibribery iand iconspiracy. The iduo ican ibe idescribed as ipervasive iduring ithe ielectoral

iprocess. iBribery iand iconspiracy iremains ione iof ithe imost iobnoxious icorrupt ipractices86.

Bribery, ifor ithe ipurpose iof ielection ican ibe icommitted by ia iperson idirectly ior iindirectly

iby ihimself ior iby iany iother iperson ion ihis ibehalf. It iis iinteresting ito inote ithat ithe ilaw

iin iNigeria iprovide ifor iinstances iwhere a igift ior ioffer iis imade ieven ito a icommunity ias

iconstituting ibribery iand ican ibe icommitted ieven ibefore ian ielection. For ibribery ito ibe

iestablished iin ielectoral iprocess, iit imustbe iclear ithat ithe igift, iloan, ioffer iand ipromise

imust ibe imade ifor ipurposes iof iinducing iany ivoter ito ivote ior irefrain ifrom ivoting iat iany

ielection. And by ivirtue iof isection i124 iof ithe iElectoral iAct i2010, iit iis iclear ithat ithe

ioffence of ibribery ican ibecommitted ieven ibefore an ielection86. For ibribery ito ibe

iestablished iin ielectoral iprocess, iit imust ibe iclear ithat ithe igift, iloan, ioffer iand ipromise

imust ibe imade ifor ipurposes iof iinducing iany ivoter ito ivote ior irefrain ifrom ivoting iat iany

ielection. This iwas ithe iattitude iof ithe iPakistani iJudiciary iin ia ihost iof iother icases. It iis

inot iclear iwhether ia ipromise iby ia icandidate iat isuch imeetings ican iever iconstitute ithe

ioffence iof ibribery iin iNigeria.iIt iis iinteresting ito inote ithat ian ielection ihas ibeen ideclared

invalid iin iNigeria ibecause ithe icandidate icommitted ian ioffence iof ibribery.

However, ithe iElectoral iAct iprovides ithat iany iperson iwho idoes iany iof ithe ifollowing:

directly ior iindirectly iby ihimself ior iby iany iother iperson ion ihis ibehalf, igives, ilends ior

agrees ito igive ior ilend, ior ioffers inay imoney ior ivaluable iconsideration; ior idirectly ior

indirectly, iby ihimself ior iby iany iother iperson ion ihis ibehalf, icorruptly imakes iany
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gift,iloan, ioffer, ipromise, iprocurement ior iagreement ito ior ifor iany iperson, iin iorder ito

induce isuch iperson ito iprocure ior ito iendeavor ito iprocure ithe ireturn iof iany iperson ias ia

member iof ia ilegislative ihouse ior ito ian ielective ioffice ior ithe ivote iof iany ivoter iat iany

election; ior iupon ior iin iconsequence iof iany igift, iloan, ioffer, ipromise, iprocurement ior

agreement icorruptly iprocures, ior iengages ior ipromises ior iendeavors ito iprocure, ithe ireturn

iof iany iperson ias ia imember iof ia ilegislative ihouse ior ito ian ielective ioffice ior ithe ivote

iof iany ivoter iat iany ielection; ior iadvances ior ipays ior icauses ito ibe ipaid iany imoney ito

ior ifor ithe iuse iof iany iother iperson, iwith ithe iintent ithat isuch imoney ior iany ipart

ithereof ishall ibe iexpended iin ibribery iat iany ielection, ior iwho iknowingly ipays ior icauses

ito ibe ipaid iany imoney ito iany iperson iin idischarge ior irepayment iof iany imoney iwholly

ior iin ipart iexpended iin ibribery iat iany ielection; ior iafter iany ielection idirectly, ior

iindirectly, iby ihimself, ior iby iany iother iperson ion ihis ibehalf ireceives iany imoney ior

ivaluable iconsideration ion iaccount iof iany iperson ihaving ivoted ior irefrained ifrom ivoting,

ior ihaving iinduced iany iperson ito ivote ior irefrain ifrom ivoting ior ihaving iinduced iany

icandidate ito irefrain ifrom icanvassing ifor ivotes ifor ihimself iat iany isuch ielection,

icommits ian ioffence iand ion iconviction ishall ibe iliable ito ia imaximum ifine iof iN500,000

ior i12 imonths iimprisonment ior iboth87.

A ivoter icommits ithe ioffences iof ibribery iunder ithe iElectoral iAct iwhere ibefore ior iduring

ian ielection idirectly ior iindirectly ihimself ior iby iany iother iperson ion ihisbehalf, ireceives,

iagrees iorcontracts ifor iany imoney, igift, iloan, ior ivaluable iconsideration, ioffice, iplace ior

iemployment, ifor ihimself, ior ifor iany iother iperson, ifor ivoting ior iagreeing ito ivote ior ifor

irefraining ior iagreeing ito irefrain ifrom ivoting iat iany isuch ielection. Nothing iin ithe

iElectoral iAct ishall iextend ior iapply ito imoney ipaid ior iagreed ito ibe ipaid ifor ior
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ioniaccount iof iany ilawful iexpenses ibonfires iincurred iat ior iconcerning iany ielection. iAlso

iany iperson iwho icommits ithe ioffence iof ibribery iis iliable ion iconviction ito ia imaximum

ifine iof iN500,000 ior iimprisonment ifor i12 imonths ior iboth87. iAnd iany iperson iwho

iconspires, iaids ior iabets iany iother iperson ito icommit iany iof ithe ioffence iunder ithe

iElectoral iAct ishall ibe iguilty iof ithe isame ioffence iand ipunishment ithereto. iFor ithe

ipurposes iof ithe iElectoral iAct, ia icandidate ishall ibe ideemed ito ihave icommitted ian

ioffence iif iit iwas icommitted iwith ihis iknowledge iand iconsent ior ithe iknowledge iand

iconsent iof ia iperson iwho iis iacting iunder ithe igeneral ior ispecial iauthority iof ithe

icandidate iwith ireference ito ithe ielection87.

ii. Undue iInfluence

The iimport iof ithis iproblem iis ievidenced iin isection i103, iElectoral iAct i2010 i(as

iamended) iproviding ithat ia iperson iwho icorruptly iby ihimself ior iby iany iother iperson iat

iany itime iafter ithe idate iof ian ielection ihas ibeen iannounced, idirectly ior iindirectly igives

ior iprovides ior ipays imoney ito ior iany iperson ifor ithe ipurpose iof icorruptly iinfluencing

ithat iperson ior iany iother iperson ito ivote ior irefrain ifrom ivoting iat isuch ielection, ior ion

iaccount iof isuch iperson ior iany iother iperson ihaving ivoted ior irefrained ifrom ivoting iat

isuch ielection; ior ibeing ia ivoter, icorruptly iaccepts ior itakes imoney ior iany iother

iinducement, icommits ian ioffence iand iis iliable ion iconviction ito ia ifine ior iimprisonment

ifor ia iterm iof i12 imonths ior iboth. This ilaw ialso iincorporates ithreat ior iviolence ias ia

ifundamental ielement iof ielectoral iviolence. The icourt iattaches igreat iimportance ito ithe

iactual iwords ispoken iin idetermining ithe iseriousness iof a ithreat. In ithe icase iof

iJaganBrasad iv. ikrishnadatt, iit iwas ialleged ithat ia iruling iprince iwho icommanded igreat

iinfluence, iamong ithe iJat itribe isaid iin ia ipublic imeeting ithat ithose iwho ivoted ifor
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itheiappellant i“would igo ito ihell”. The icourt iheld ithat ithe iwords i“go ito ihell” ias iused iin

ithe icontext iamounted ito ia ithreat iand ias ia iresult ithe iexercise iof iundue iinfluence ion ithe

ivoters. Proof iof ithreat ithat iwill iculminate ito iundue iinfluence iis iconclusive ionce ithe

imethod iof iinducement iadopted iconveys ito ithe imind iof ithe iperson iaddressed ithat ino

icompliance iwith ithe iwishes iof ithe iperson ioffering ithe iinducement imay iresult iin

iphysical ior ispiritual iharm ito ihimself ior ito iany iother iperson iin iwhom iheis iinterested.

iTemporal iundue iinfluence ican iassume ithe ishape iof ithreat iof idismissal ifrom ia ilucrative

iemployment ior ithreat iof ieviction iof ia itenant. Under iexercise iof ispiritual iinfluence iis

istatutorily iprohibited. iThis iis inot irestricted ito ipriests ibut iextends ito iMuslim ireligious

ileaders iand itraditional irulers icapable iof iexercising ispiritual iinfluence iover itheir isubject.

iIn ithe icase iof iFagbe ivs. iEtchie, icorrupt ipractices iwere ialleged ion ithe ipart iof iOlu iof

iWarri iand inot ito ivote ifor ithe ipetitioner iwho ibelonged ito ithe iopposing iparty. The

ipetitioner ialleged ithat iin iorder ito iachieve ithe idesired iresult, ithe iOluset iout ihis ichiefs

iwith iinstructions ito iinvoke ithe iwrath iof ithe iItsekiri itribal igod ion iany iItsekiri, ivoting

ifor ithe ipetitioner ior ifailing ito ivote ifor ithe irespondent.

According ito ithe ipetitioner, ithe ichiefs icarried iout ithese iinstructions iand ithe iinvocations

ioperated iin ithe iminds iof ithe iilliterate ivillagers iin isuch ia iway ias ito ideprive ithem iof

iany iwill ito ifreely iexercise itheir ichoice. iOnyeama iAg. iJudge i(as ihe ithen iwas)

idismissed ithe ipetition ifor iwant iof iproof iof iagency ibetween ithe iOlu iof iWarri iand ithe

irespondent. The isame idecision iwas ireached iin ithe icase iof iKubeinje ivs. iEdukugho

iwhere iagain ithe iOlu iof iWarri iwas ialleged ito ihave iexercised iundue iinfluence. iThese

icases, ihowever, ihave iproved isufficient iauthority ito ithe ifact ithat itraditional irulers

iexercise isome ispiritual iinfluence iover itheir isubjects. iFurther, ithe ilaw iconsiders ias
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iundueiinfluence ian iexercise iof itemporal ior ispiritual iinfluence, iwhich iresults iin idamage,

iharm ior iloss iupon ior iagainst iany iperson. By ivirtue iof ithe iElectoral ilaw, ia iperson iis

iguilty iof iundue iinfluence iif ithe iabduction, iduress ior iany ifraudulent idevice ior

icontrivance, ihe iimpedes ior iprevents ithe ifree iuse iof ithe ivote.I Abduction iis inot idefined

iin ithe istatute. iThe idictionary imeaning iof ithe iword i“abduct” iis ito ikidnap ior itake iaway

iby iillegal iforce ior ifraud. iIn ithe icontext iof ielection, isuch iabduction imust ibe igeared

itowards iimpeding ithe ifree iexercise iof ifranchise.

Fraudulent idevice iand icontrivance ias iconstituents iof iundue iinfluence iare inot ipopular

imeans iof ichallenging ielections, ihence, ithe ipaucity iof icase ilaw. iTherefore, iin iorder ito

iprove ithe ioffence iof iundue iinfluence ibased ion iany isuch idevice ior icontrivance,

ifraudulent iintent imust iof inecessity ibe iestablished. iUndue iinfluence iobtains igenerally

iwhere ia iperson idirectly ior iindirectly ior iby iany iother iperson ion ihis ibehalf, imakes iuse

iof ior ithreatens ito imake iuse iof iany iforce, iviolence ior irestraint, ior iwho iinflicts ior

ithreatens ito iinflict iby ihimself ior iby iany iother iperson, iany itemporal ior ispiritual iinjury,

idamage, iharm ior iloss ion ior iagainst iany iperson iin iorder ito iinduce ior icompel ithat

iperson ito ivote ior irefrain ifrom ivoting ior ion iaccount iof isuch iperson ihaving ivoted ior

irefrained ifrom ivoting iat ian ielection. Furthermore, iit imay iarise ifrom isomeone iwho iby

iabduction, iduress ior iany ifraudulent idevice ior icontrivance iimpedes ior iprevents ithe ifree

iuse iof ithe ivote iby ia ivoter ior ithereby icompels, iinduces ior iprevails iupon iany

ivotereither ito igive ior irefrain ifrom igiving ihis ivote. iIt ialso iincludes iall iforms iof

iphysical, itemporal ior ispiritual iinfluence iwith ia iview ito iaffecting ithe ifree iexercise iof

ithe ifranchise idirectly ior iindirectly. iHowever, iit imust ibe iobserved ithat ithe iuse iof ithe

iadjective i“undue” ito iqualify ithe iword i“influence” isuggests ithat inot iall ikinds
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iofiinfluence iare iprohibited iby ilaw. iIn iNigeria, iapart ifrom ireligious ileaders iof idifferent

ipersuasions, ithere iabound iother ipersons icapable iof iexerting iundue iinfluence. They

iinclude itraditional irulers, iemployers iof ilabour, ilandlords iand ifunctionaries iof ithe

igovernment iin ipower. Apart ifrom iactual iuse iof iforce ior ievidence, ia ithreat iof iforce ior

iviolence iis iequally ian ioffence iunder ithe ielectoral ilaw. iA ithreat iof iviolence imust ibe

ideliberately iuttered iwith ithe iintention iof icarrying iit iinto ieffect iand inot iin ia imoment iof

ianger. iIn iother iwords, ithe ithreat imust ibe iserious. iIt iis iimmaterial iwhether ithe iperson

iusing ithe ithreat ihad ithe ipower ito icarry iit iout ior inot. iBesides ithe ithreat, iuse iof iforce

iand iviolence imust ibe idirected iat ithe iperson. iThe icourt iattaches igreat iimportance ito ithe

iactual iwords ispoken iin idetermining ithe iseriousness iof ia ithreat. iFurthermore, iit imay ibe

isaid ithat iabduction iand iduress ican iequally ibe iclassified ias ifraudulent idevices ior

icontrivance. iIt iis iimportant ito inote ithat ithe iwords i“contrivance” iand idevice iare

iqualified iby ithe iword i“fraudulent”. iHowever, iin iparimaterial, ithe iElectoral iAct idetailed

ithe ioffence ias iany iperson iwho icorruptly iby ihimself ior iby iany iother iperson iat iany

itime iafter ithe idate iof ian ielection ihas ibeen iannounced, idirectly ior iindirectly igives ior

iprovides ior ipays imoney ito ior ifor iany iperson ifor ithe ipurpose iof icorruptly iinfluencing

ithat iperson ior iany iother iperson ito ivote ior irefrain ifrom ivoting iat isuch ielection, ior ion

iaccount iof isuch iperson ior iany iperson ihaving ivoted ior irefrained ifrom ivoting iat isuch

ielection; ior ibeing ia ivoter, icorruptly iaccepts ior itakes imoney ior iany iother iinducement

iduring iany iof ithe iperiod istated iin iparagraph i(a) iof ithis isection, icommits ian ioffence

iand iis iliable ion iconviction ito ia ifine iof iN100,000 ior i12 imonths iimprisonment ior iboth70.

iii. Offences iBordering ion iCorruption
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Simply iput, icorruption iis ithe iinvolvement iin iillegal, idishonest ior iwicked ibehavior iwhich

iis idestructive iof ithe imoral ifabric iof isociety iand idevastating ito ithe ieconomic iwell-being

iof ia ination. iCorruption iis ia icatalyst ito ifinancial iand ieconomic icrimes iin icontemporary

iNigeria. iIt iincludes ibribery, ifraud iand iother irelated ioffences. iOne iof ithe iearliest

ienactments iagainst icorruption iis iin ithe iarea iof ielectoral ioffence. iCorrupt ipractices iin

ithe ielectoral iprocess iare iindeed ias iold ias ithe ipractice iof idemocracy iin ithe iworld. iThe

ioffences iare iusually icharacterized iand idefined. iCorrupt ipractices iin ithe ielectoral iprocess

iare iprevalent iduringregistration iof ivoters iexercise iand iin ithe icourse iof icampaigning88. iA

iregister iof ielectors iis ian iofficial ilist iof ithe ipersons iwho iare ientitled ito ivote iin ithe

ielection ito iwhich ithe ilist irelates, iand ithe iprocess iof icompilation iof iregisters iknown ias

ithe iregistration iof ielectors ior iregistration iof ivoters. Corruption iduring iregistration iof

ivoters ican ioccur ieither iby iwillful irefusal ito iregister iqualified ielectors iin igiven ilocations

iwith ithe isole iintention iof idisenfranchising ithem i(which iis ito ithe iobvious iadvantage iof

ithe iopponent) ior iby ithe ideliberate iinflation iof ithe iregister iin ia igiven iconstituency. iThis

ioccurs iwhen imoney ihas ibeen igiven ito ithe iregistration iofficer iby imember iof ithe

iopposing iparty ior iby iprospective icandidates87. iThe ilaw irecognizes ithe ipossibility iof

icriminal iliabilities iresulting ifrom iproven icases iof icorruption ion ithe ipart iof ithe

iregistration iofficer. Given ithe ienactment iof ithe iCorrupt iPractices iand iother iRelated

iOffence iAct i2001, ithe idragnet iin iNigeria iis inow iwide ienough ito icheck isuch icorrupt

ipractices iboth ifrom ithe ipoint iof iview iof ithe ireceiver iand ithe igiver. iCorrupt ipractices

iin ithe icourse iof icampaigning ifor ian ielection iis ithe imost ipronounced iform iof

icorruption iin ithe ielectoral iprocess. Corrupt ipractices iduring icampaign iare iaimed iat ia

idefinite iresult, iand ithat iis igetting ithe ivoters ito icast itheir ivote ifor ithe icandidate.
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iv. Vote iBuying iand iTreating

In iNigeria iand iseveral iother iAfrican icountries, ielections iare ifar ifrom ibeing ifree iand ifair,

iand ione iof ithe ipalpable ifactors iis ithe imenace iof ivote ibuying87. iThe imalady iof ivote

ibuying iis iindeed ipervasive iin iNigeria ias iDavies iobserved ithat iparadoxically, imoney

iitself ihas ibecome ia idominant iand iseems ito ihave itaken ithe icentre istage iin ithe ipolitical

iprocess iin imost icountries iand iin iNigerian ipolitics. iVote ibuying iis ia icorrupt iact iwhich

iusually itakes ithe iform iof ia igift ior igratuity ibestowed ifor ithe ipurpose iof iinfluencing ithe

iaction ior iconduct iof ithe ireceiver, iespecially imoney ior iany ivaluable iconsideration igiven

ior ipromised ifor ithe ibetrayal iof ia itrust ior ithe icorrupt iperformance iof ian iallotted iduty,

ias ito ia ifiduciary iagent, ia ijudge, ilegislator ior iother ipublic iofficer, ia iwitness ior ia

ivoter87. iAs ia icorrupt iact, ivote ibuying ican ibe idefined ias iany iform iof ipersuasion iin

iwhich ifinancial igain iis isuggested iby ione iperson ito ianother iwith ithe iintention iof

iinfluencing ia iperson’s ivote. iThis iincludes inot ionly ithe ipayment iof ia isimple ibribe, ibut

ialso ithe ipayment iof iexcessive itraveling iexpenses iand ithe ipayments iof iexcessive

ielection iworkers. iSections i24 iand i23 iof iElectoral iActs i2006 iand i2010 irespectively

idefined ivote ibuying ias iselling ior iattempting ito isell iany ivoter’s icard iwhether iissued iin

ithe iname iof iany ivoteror inot; ior ibuying ior ioffering ito ibuy iany ivoters icard iwhether ion

ithe ibuyer’s ibehalf ior ion ibehalf ior iany iother iperson. iSimilarly, iunder isections i131 iand

i124 iof iElectoral iActs i2006 iand i2010 i(as iamended), ititled iProhibition iof iBribery iand

iConspiracy, ithe iAct ioutlines ithe ifollowing iactions ias ivote ibuying: idirect ior iindirect

ioffering ior iaiding iin ioffering iinducement iin iany iform iwhether ito ia iperson ior ia

ipolitical icampaign ifor ithe ipurpose iof icorruptly iinfluencing ithat iperson ior iany iother

iperson ito isupport ior irefrain ifrom isupporting ia ipolitical iparty ior icandidate;idirect ior
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iindirect igiving ioffering ito igive iany imoney ior ivaluable iconsideration itop iany iperson

iduring ia ipolitical icampaign iin iother ito iinduce ithat iperson ior iany iother iperson ito

isupport ior irefrain ifrom isupporting ia ipolitical icandidate iand iaccepting iany iinducement,

imoney ior ivaluable iconsideration ifrom iany iperson, icandidate ior ipolitical iparty iin iorder

ito icompel ithat iperson ior iany iother iperson ito isupport ior irefrain ifrom isupport ia

ipolitical iparty ior icandidate.I

The iactors iwho ibuy ivotes iin iNigeria iinclude ipatrons (godfathers) iin ithe ipolitical isystem;

ipolitical iparties, iwhich icould ibe iin ithe iruling ior iopposition iparties iand iindividual

ipoliticians iat ilocal igovernment icouncil, istate iand iat inational ilevels88. iVote ibuying

ioccurs iwhen icompetition ifor ipower iamongst icontending ipolitical igroups iis istiff. This iis

iwhen ithe ibalance iof ipower iwithin ithe iconstituency iis inearly iequal. iOne ior iboth igroups

imay ibe iengaged iin ivote ibuying iand ibuyer iof ivoter iare imotivated iby ithe ifactors iof

icapturing istate ipower, imaintaining iauthoritarian icontrol iof ipolitical ioffice iand ikeeping

ithe iopposition iout iof ipower. iIn imost iAfrican icountries ithe iincumbents icertainly ienjoyed

ian ienormous iadvantage iby ivirtue iof itheir icontrol iof ithe ifinancial ipurse istrings88. This

ienabled ithem ito ioffer ivoters icertain imaterial iinducements iin ireturn ifor itheir icompliance

ion ipolling iday. i“Be ithat ias iit imay, i“vote ibuying iwas ialways ia isecond-best istrategy,

ithe iwinning iside iengaging iin istraight iforward ivote ibuying”. iPolitics iin iNigeria iis iseen

iby iruling ielites ias ithe ionly i“viable iindustry” iin ithe icountry. iThis iis iwhy iKyari

icontends ithat ipolitics iis ia imeans ifor iself-service iin iNigeria itoday, iit ihas ialso ibecome

ithe isurest, iquickest, ieasiest iand imost irewarding iavenue ifor iescaping ithe ignawing

ipoverty ito iwhich imost iNigerians iare itoday icondemned. iFirst iit irequires ino itraining, ino

icapital ito iinitiate ia ipolitical icareer iin iNigeria iin ithe ifirst iinstance.
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There iis ineed ifor ia istring ijaw, ia icapable ipair iof ilegs, iand ia igodfather. iStrong iatavistic

iinstinct, icynical iattitude ito iNigeria’s idevelopment iand iwillingness ito istand ibehind iyour

igodfather iwill inot ionly icomplete ithe ilist iof iquantities iyou ineed, ibut iwouldalso iaccredit

iyou ito ithe iwinning iparty iof ithe itimes. iPolitics iis inot ia imatter iof iissues ior iideology,

ibut isimply iof ithe istomach ias iits imost isuccessful ipractitioners iwould ireadily itell iyou.

Thus, ithe isellers iof ivotes iare ipushed iinto ithis iact ieither ibecause iof ipoverty ior ias ia

imethod iof igetting ipart iof ithe inational icake88. The iconcomitant ieffect iof ivote ibuying iin

ielectoral icontests iin ithe iwords iof ia ipolitician iis ithat i“elections iare inot ifor ithe ipoor. iIt

iis iextremely iexpensive ienterprise, ivery iexpensive”. iPolitical ibribery iinvolves ia isituation

iwhere ipersuasion iincome iis ichanneled iand ialso ithe iattitude iof ithe ivoter ito ihis ivote

ipreference iis icommercial. iIn ithis iwise, ivoters iare iapproached iin ipublic ihouses, iand iat

ihome iand iwould ibe ioffered ifinancial irewards iif ithey ivoted ifor ithe iright icandidate.

iVote ibuying itakes iplace iduring iregistration iof ivoter iwhere iregistration iofficers isold

iempty ior icompleted ivoters icards ito ipoliticians iof iopposing icamps. In i2002, ithe

iTransition iMonitoring iGroup ireported icases iof ivote ibuying inationwide iduring ithe i2002

ivoter iregistration. Vote ibuying iis ilargely iillegal, icriminal iand iunconstitutional. iIt ihas

itremendous iimpact ion ithe iprocess iof itransitioning ito idemocracy iand ithey iare ilisted iviz:

iit ipromotes ithe iprimacy iof imoney iin ipolitics ito ithe idetriment iof imerit, iideology iand

ifree iand ifair icompetitive ipolitical icompetition88. iThe icharacter iand iquality iof ipersons

iseeking imandates iare inot iquestioned. In iaddition, ithere ihas ibeen ia idisappearance ifrom

ipolitical ipraxis, idebates iand iideas iand iissues iaffecting ithe ipopulace. iOld iand

iunproductive ipoliticians iare irecycled iinto ipolitical iprocess ito ithe iextent ithat isuch

iindividuals iare ionly iconcern iwith ipersonal iprojects iand iprimitive iaccumulation iofiwealth.



98

Vote ibuying itherefore iobstructs ithe iconsolidation iof idemocracy iin iNigeria ibecause iof

ithe iultra-privatization iof itransition iproject iby imoney ibags, ipolitical iinstability idue ito

irecurring ielectoral iand ipolitical iviolence iamongst ipolitical igroups. iVote ibuying ipromotes

ielitist ipolitics iand iweakens ipopular iparticipation89.

Only ipersons iwith iresources iget iaccess ito ipolitical ioffices iin iNigeria. iCommunities iwith

igrassroots isolidarities ihardly ihave iaccess ito ipolitical ipower ibecause iof itheir iinability ito

iparticipate iactively iin imonetized ipolitical isystem. iThe ipolitical iparties ithat ibought ivotes

imonopolize ipower ito ithe iexclusion iof ifinancially iweak iparties. iThey ibecome inew

iautocrats iin ithe ipolitical iprocess iand iconsequently ibecome idisconnected ifrom ipeople90.

iAgain, ipolitical iinstitutions i(National iAssembly, iState iAssemblies iand iGovernment

iHouses iin iNigeria’s ifor iinstance) iare iinhabited iby isome ipoliticians iwith istolen imandates

ithrough ivote ibuying. These iaffect ithe iimage iand irespects ifor isuch inational iinstitutions

iand iultimately ihave a idevastating iimpact ion ithe ilegitimacy iof isuch iinstitutions90.

Finally, Iadministrations ithat ihave iforcefully icome ito ipower ithrough ivote ibuying ispend

iconsiderable itime irecouping ifrom iits ipolitical iinvestment, iusually ithrough ithe ipilfering

iof istate iresources90. Consequently, ilittle iresources iare iavailable ifor ithe ifulfillment iof

icampaign ipromises iand ipeoples’ ilivelihood iexpectation. iWorse istill, ilittle iattention iis

ipaid ito ithe idevelopment iof idemocracy.I

v. Electoral iRigging

iElection irigging iis i“electoral imalpracticeswhich iare ipalpable iillegalities icommitted iwith

ia icorrupt, ifraudulent ior isinister iintention ito iinfluence ian ielection iin ifavor iof

iaicandidate(s) iby imeans isuch ias iillegal ivoting, ibribery, itreating iand iundue iinfluence,

iintimidation iand iother iacts iof icoercion iexerted ion ivoters, ifalsification iof iresults,
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ifraudulent iannouncement iof ia ilosing icandidates ias iwinner i(without ialtering ithe irecorded

iresults)91. iElection irigging iis ianother istooge; ia icriminal iconduct iof isubverting ian ientire

ielectoral iprocess ithrough ia imassive iorganized ifraud iwith ithe iactive iparticipation iof

iofficials iof ithe ielectoral ibody. The iobjective iof irigging ior ifraud iis ito ifrustrate ithe

idemocratic iaspirations iof icitizens iwho ihave ivoted, ior iwould ihave ivoted iinto ioffice

isomeone iother ithan ithe irigged iin iindividual. iThere iare ithree iphases i(forms) iin ielection

irigging; ipre-election, iElection iDay iand ipost ielection irigging91. iPre-election irigging

iinvolves ithe imanipulation iof ithe isystem ielaborately. iMany ipolitical iforces iin iNigeria ido

inot iget ia ichance ito iparticipate iin ielections ibecause ithe iconditions ifor iparty iregistration

iare isuch ithat igroups icould ibe idenied ithe iright ito iestablish ithe iparty ithey idesired ito

icontest ifor ipower iwith.I

During ithe irun iup ito ithe iSecond iRepublic ifor iexample, i150 iparties iwere iestablished

iand ithe ielectoral iumpire icame iup iwith istiff iconditions ifor iregistration ithat istultified ithe

iambitions, ihence, ithey iwere iforced ito imerge iand iat ithe iend iof ithe iday, ionly i18

iparties iwere iable ito imeet ithe irequirements iand isubmit itheir iapplication iforms, iout iof

iwhich ithe iState ionly iregistered ifive ipolitical iparties. Furthermore, ithe iconstitution idid

inot iprovide ifor iindependent icandidates as ithey iwere ibanned ifrom icontesting ielections91.

The iparty isystem icreated iconditions ifor irigging iout istrong iindividual icandidates ithat

icould ihave igot iinto ipower as iindependent icandidates ithrough ithe irespect ithey iinvoke iin

itheir icommunities i92.iIt ialso irigged iout iideologically icommitted ipeople isuch ias isocialist

iwho idid inot ihave ithe ifinancial iresource iand inetwork ito iestablish imega ipartiesibut ihave

ia ilong iterm itransformative ivision. Furthermore, iit irigged iout ithe iminority igroups iwho
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ido inot ihave inumbers iand inetworks iof imajority igroups ito iimpose itheir iregistration ion

ithe istate.

Another iform iof ipre-election irigging iis ithe imanipulation iof ithe ivoters iregister. iIn

iNigeria, iwe ihave ia ihistory iof ithe iillegal iacquisition iof ivoter’s icards iby isome iparties

iand iits ipurpose iis ito icreate iconditions ifor ithe iover-registration iof icertain ipersons iand

igroups iand isimultaneous iunder-registration iof iother ipersons iand igroups, iwhile ifavored

igroups ihave itheir ivotes imultiplied iothers iarebasically idisenfranchised. iThis iinvolves

ibuying iover ielectoral iofficials iand iorgetting iparty isupporters iappointed ias ielectoral

iofficers iso ithat ithey iwould itamper iwith ithe ielectoral iprocess ito iproduce ia idesired

ioutcome. iAgain, inomination iduring iparty iprimaries iand igerrymandering iare iother iforms.

Interestingly, imany icandidates iare idenied ithe iright iof icontesting ielections ibecause ithey

iare iprevented ifrom icontesting ifor itheir iparty’s inomination. iGerrymandering ias ia ipre-

election irigging itool iinvolves imanipulation iwhile idrawing ithe iboundaries iof ielectoral

idistricts ito ifavor isome ipolitical iparties iand icandidates iwhile ischeming iout iothers.

iElection iDay ior iPolling iDay irigging ion ithe iother ihand, ientails ithe icollaboration

ibetween ipolling iofficials iand iagents ito isubvert ithe ielectoral irules, istuffing iof iballot

iboxes, iunder-aged ivoting, idelay iin iopening ipolling icentre ilocated iin iopposition

istrongholds, ilate ior inon isupply iof ielection imaterials ito iopposition istrongholds, imultiple

ivoting, iinducement iof ivoters iwith ifood iand imoney iand ithreatening ivoters iwith iuse iof

iforce93.

Election irigging iis a inotorious ifact iboth iin iits iincidence iand iin ithe iforms iit itakes ias

inow ito iconstitute ithe imost iserious iproblem iconfronting idemocracy iin iNigeria93. iItsi

principal iforms, iperfected iby isuccessive ielections isince i1964, i1965, i1979, i1983, i1999
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iand i2003 iare iwell iknown: idumping iof iballot iboxes istuffed iwith ipre-thumb-printed

iballot ipapers; ifalsification iof iresults iby iincreasing ia icandidate’s ivotes iand idecreasing

ithose iof ihis iopponents, ifraudulent iannouncement iof ia ilosing icandidates ias

iwinner93.iContinuing, ihe isaid, ithat ithe ikey iagents iin ithe idumping iof iballot ipapers iare

ithe ipresiding iofficers iand ipoll iclerk iat ithe ipolling istations. Their iactive icooperation iis

ineeded ibefore ithumb-marked iballot ipaper ican ibe idumped iinto ithe iballot ibox iin iuse iat

ithe ipolling istation ior ibefore ia iballot ibox istuffed iwith ithumb imarked iballot ipaper ican

ibe ibrought ito ithe ipolling istation iand iexchanged ifor ithe iones iin iuse ithere. And ithe

iballot ipapers ito ibe iused ifor ithe ipurpose iwould ihave ito icome ifrom ithe ipresiding

iofficer iif itheir iserial inumbers iare ito iagree iwith ithose iissued ito ithe ipolling istation,

ithough ioften iballot ipapers inot iin ithe iseries iare iused. iIn imany icases, ithe ipresiding

iofficers iand ipoll iclerks igo ibeyond imerely isupplying iballot ipaper iand iallowing ithem ito

ibe idumped ior iallowing iballot iboxes ito ibe iexchanged, iand iactually itake ipart iin ithe

ithumb-marking iof iballot ipaper iat ia ifixed irate ifor ia igiven inumber iof iballot ipapers iso

ithumb-marked94. iIn icontrast, ipost ielection irigging iare iincidented iby irefusal ito icount

iballot ipapers ifrom iopposition istrongholds; ichanging ithe iresults ibetween ivoting icenters

iand icollation icenters; ideclaration iof ifalse iresults; iannulment iof ielections iin isituations

iwhere iincumbents ibelieve itheresults, ithe ipeople’s ichoice iare iunacceptable ito ithem iand

ilong idelays ior imanipulation iof ielection itribunals ito iprotect istolen imandates.Generally,

itherefore, irigging icould ibe iby istuffing iof ithe iballot ibox iwith ifakeballot ipapers ibefore

ithe iElection iDay ior ion ithe iElection iDay; ifalsification iof iresults iand iforgery iof ifigures

iboth iat ipolling iunits iand icollation icenters; ior ivoting iby iunregistered iperson

iandipublication iof ifalse istatement iof ithe iwithdrawal iof ia icandidate. iConstructive iways
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iof irigging ielections iinclude icreating iartificial iscarcity iof iballot ipaper iin i“safe” ipolling

ibooths iof ithe iopponents, idiversion ior isnatching iof iballot iboxes ibetween ipolling ibooths

iand icounting icenters iand iabduction iof ireturning iofficers94. iAll ithese iactions iare iusually

iperpetrated ifor igratification95. iRigging ian ielection iremains ithe isingle imost iincendiary

imalpractice ithat ican ithrow ithe ientire ielection iprocess iinto iviolent iupheaval. iIn iNigeria’s

iexperience, ithere iwere ioccasions iwhen iannouncement irevealed ias iwinners, icandidates

icompletely ioutside ithe iexpectations iof ithe imajority iof ithe ielectorate. iOn isuch ioccasion,

iimmediate iblow iup iand itumult ican ioccur iat ithe ivery ipoint iof icollation iand ideclaration

iof iresults. One iinteresting icase iwas ithe icase iof iOndo iState igubernatorial ielection iin

i1983 iwhere ithe iNPN icandidates, iChief iAkin iOmoboriowo iwere ideclared ielected iby ithe

iElectoral iCommission iagainst iChief iMichael iAjasin iof iUPN, iwho iactually iwon ithe

ielection. Chief Omoboriowo’s iresults iwere iactually iinflated iwhile ithat iof iChief iAjasin

iwas idecreased94.

Electoral irigging ihas ibeen iperpetrated iwith isuch imasterly ideftness ithat ithey ihave

ibecome ian iart. iThe iperpetrators ihave icontinued ito iout-manoeuvre iopponents ithrough

itheir iconsiderable iskills iin icreating inew iforms iin iaddition ito ithe iold iforms. iThese inew

iforms iinclude ideclaration iof iresults iwithout iholding ielection93. iIn i2007, iin ithe istates iof

iBayelsa iand iCross iRiver, iin imany ipolling iunits, ithere iwere ino iballoting, iyet ielection

iresults iwere ideclared. The iCourt iof iAppeal ifound iin iboth icases ithat iforms iEC8A iwere

inot iavailable iindicating ithat ino ielections iwere iheld iacross ithe itwo istates. iAlso, inon-

serialization iof iballot ipapers iis inew iforms iof ielectoral irigging. iSection i45 iElectoral iAct

i2006 iprovides ithat iballot ipapers ishall ibe ibound iin ibooklets iand inumbered iserially

iwithidifferentiating icolours ifor ieach ioffice ibeing icontested.iIn i2007 ipresidential ielections,
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iINEC iconducted ielections iwithout icomplying iwith ithis imandatory istatutory iprovision.

According ito iINEC, ithis ilapse iwas ioccasioned iby ithe ilast iminute iruling iby ithe

iSupreme iCourt ithat iINEC ishould iadd iAlhaji Atiku Abubakar, ithe iAction iCongress

ipresidential icandidate ion ithe iballot, iclose ito ithe idate ifixed ifor ielection. iThe iCourt iof

iAppeal iin iits ijudgment ion ithe iissue iupon ithe ipetition iof iAlhaji Atiku Abubakar, iagreed

ithat ithe inon-serialization iwas iindeed ian iact iof inon-compliancewith ithe iprovision iof ithe

iElectoral iAct, i2006 ibut ithat ithe inon icompliance iwas inot isubstantial ienough ito iwarrant

ia inullification iof ithe ipresidential ielection.Similar ito ithis inew iart iis ithe itendentious

ipublic iholidays iand ibanning iof icampaigns. Shortly, ibefore ithe iSupreme iCourt igave iits

idecision ion ithe ichallenge iby iAtiku Abubakar iof ihis iexclusion iby iINEC ifrom ithe

ipresidential ielection, ithe iPDP icontrolled ifederal igovernment igave iunexpectedly ia ipublic

iholiday ito icoincide iwith ithe idate ischeduled ifor ijudgment iby ithe iapex icourt. iThe

iholding iwas iaimed iat ifrustrating ithe iAC icandidates iand ito iconfirm ithis ifear, ithe

iInspector iGeneral iof iPolice iat ithe itime ibanned ithe icandidates ifrom ifurther icampaign

ishortly iafter ithe ijudgments, ithus, iensuring ithat ialthough iAtiku Abubakar iwon ithe icourt

icase ihe iwas iunable ito icampaign ieffectively ior iat iall.

Finally, ithe ideceptive iarrangement iof icandidates” ilogos ion iballot ipapers ispeaks ivolume

iof ithe iumpires” icompromise iin ielection iprocess. iIn ia itransparent iprocess, ithe iballot

ipapers ito ibe iused ifor iany ielection iought ito ihave ibeen isighted iby ithe icandidates ior

itheir iparties. This iwould ienable ithe icontestants ito ieducate itheir iilliterate ivoters ion ihow

ito ivote. This iwas inot ithe icase iin ithe iStates iof iAdamawa iand iLagos, ifor iexample,

iwhere iin ia ire-run ielection iin iAdamawa iState; ithe iAction iCongress icandidate iparty

ilogoiwas, iinserted iso iclose ito ithat iof ianother iparty ithat idid inot icontest ithe ielection.
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The iend iresult iwas ithat ivoters iwere ivoting iin ithe imiddle iof ithe ispaces ifor ithe itwo

iparties ileading ito ia isituation iwhere ithere iwere imore ivoided ivotes iin ithat ielection. iIn ia

isimilar imanner, iMr. iJimi iAgbaje, ia igubernatorial icandidate iof iDPA icomplained ithat ihis

iparty’s ilogo iwas inot iincluded iin ithe iballot ipaper ifor ithe i2007 igovernorship ielection.

Complaints iin ithis iform ido inot ionly iraise ithe iquestion iof ifairness iof ithe ielectoral

iumpire ibut ialso iin ithe icontrary ipoint iout ithe iother iforms iof irigging iin ielectoral

iprocess.Rigging ideprives ielections iof itheir iessential ipurpose ias ipopular ibasis ifor

igovernment94. A igovernment iwhich iby ielectoral imalpractice ikeeps iitself iin ioffice iagainst

ithe ivotes iof ithe imajority iof ithe ielectorate ilacks ithe ilegitimacy iof ithe imoral iauthority

ithat ipopular imandate ibestows. iSecondly, ielection irigging iundermines ianother icardinal

iprinciple iof idemocracy; ithe iprinciple ithat ithe iwelfare iof ithe ipeople ibeing ithe iobject iof

igovernment, ivictory iat ian ielection imust ibe irelated iand ilinked ito iability ito isecure iand

ipromote ithe ipeople’s iwelfare, iand ithat ia igovernment iwhich ihas inot iperformed iwell iin

ithis iforfeits iall iclaims ito ihave iits imandate irenewed.

This iprinciple ipostulates ielections as ithe ipeople’s iultimate iand imost ieffective iweapon ifor

ienforcing a igovernment’s iresponsibility iand iaccountability ito iit. Thirdly, ifrom ithe istand

ipoint iof ithe ipolitical iparties iand itheir icandidates, irigging, ideprives ielection iof iits

icharacter as ia icompetition iin iwhich iall ithe icontestants ican iequally iaspire ito iwin. iWhere

ithe icapacity iof ithe icontestants ito irig iis ivastly iunequally ibecause ione iof ithem iis iin ia

iposition iof iirresistible iinfluence iover ithe ielectoral ibody iand ihas ipower iof icontrol iand

idirection iover ithe iorganized icoercive iforce iof ithe icountry irepresented iby ithe ipolice ias

iwell ias ivastly igreater iresource iof imoney iand ipatronage, ithen ithe iother icontestantsihave

ino ireal ichances iof iwinning. An ielection icontest iin iwhich ithe iresult iis inot idetermined
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iby ithe ivotes ilawfully icast ifor ithe icontestants ibut iby ifraudulent imanipulation iis ia

imocking iof ithe ivery iidea iof ia icompetition.

The iimplications ithat ifollow ifrom ithis ifactor iare ithat a ipolitical iparty iwith ino ichance iof

iever iwinning iwill ihave ilost ithe iraison id’etre ifor iits iexistence. Sooner ior ilater iit iwill

ifade iaway ithrough iits imembers idefecting ito ithe iruling iparty as ithe ihazards iof

iopposition iweigh imore iheavily iupon ithem. Again, iwhen ibecause iof irigging, ielections

ibecome iunavailing as a imeans iof ichanging ia igovernment, iviolence, iwith ia ipossible

ibreak idown iof ilaw iand iorder, imight iresult. iWholesale iand ibrazen ielection irigging

iseems ito iattract iviolent idisturbances ialmost ias ian iinevitable ireaction.I In iunderscoring

ithe icardinal iimportance iof imass iaction iin ia idemocracy isaid ithat i“the iworking iof

idemocracy irests ilargely iupon ithe iunderstanding ithat ia igovernment iwhich iattempts ito

imisuse iits ipowers iand ito iestablish iitself ias ia ityranny i(or iwhich itolerates ithe

iestablishment iof ityranny iagainst ianybody ielse) iout ilaws iitself, iand ithe icitizens ihave inot

ionly ithe iright ibut ialso ia iduty ito iconsider ithe iaction iof isuch ia igovernment ias ia icrime,

iand iits imembers ias ia idangerous igang iof icriminals”94.

vi. Electoral iViolence

The iEncarta iDictionary idefined ithe iword i“electoral” ias i“relating ito ior iinvolving

ielections, ielectors ior ivoters”, iwhile iviolence iis ithe iuse iof iphysical iforce ito iinjure

isomebody ior idamage isomething” The ilaws ibordering ion iElectoral ioffences iand

imalpractices ifall iwithin isections i124-139 iof ithe iElectoral iAct i2010 iand isimilarly, iin

isection i117-132, iElectoral iAct i2006. iElectoral iviolence iis iany iviolence ithat iis

icalculated iand iorchestrated ito iaffect ithe ioutcome iof ielections. It imay iwell iinclude

itheiuse iof ithugs, iballot isnatching ior iharassment iof ivoters ior iopponents. iIn iagreeing
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iwith ithe ielements iof iall ithe idefinitions, ithe iElectoral iReform iCommittee iReport istates

ithat ielectoral iviolence irefers ito ithe iuse ior ithreat iof iforce iagainst ian iopponent iwithin

ithe icontext iof ielectoral icompetition ifor istate ipower. iElectoral iviolence iis iinhibitive iof

idemocratic itransition iand iconsolidation. Violence ihas ibeen ia ifeature iof ithe icountry’s

ielectoral iprocess isince ithe icolonial iera97. During ithis iperiod, iviolence iwas ieasily

icurtailed idue ito ithe inature iand iscope iof iparticipation, icharacteristics iof ipoliticians iand

ielectorates iand ithe inature iof icolonial idomination. iAfter iindependence, iup ito ithe i3rd

irepublic, ielectoral iviolence ihas iremained ian iinstrument ifor iintensestruggle ifor ipower

iamong ipoliticians iwith ithe iNigerian iyouths iintensively iinvolved iin ielectoral iviolence

imanifesting iin ithuggery iand ihijacking iof imaterials80. Electoral iviolence imanifests iin

ithree ielectoral istages, inamely ipre-election, iduring ielection iand ipost-election. iElectoral

iviolence ihas ithree iforms inamely: iviolence iunleashed iby iindividuals ior iat iinstance iof

iindividuals ito iforcefully iensure ithat ithe ielectoral iprocess iis iin itheir ifavor ior iin ithe

ifavor iof itheir iparties, itheir igodfathers ior itheir icronies81. iThis imay itake ia ivariety iof

iforms, iincluding iassassination, iuse iof ithugs; iballot isnatching ietc.I

There iis ialso ithe istructural idimension iin iwhich ithe istate ithrough iits icustodians iapplies

iviolence ito itilt ithe ipolitical ibalance iin itheir ifavor ior isimply ito ioverwhelm ithe

ielectorate iinto iaccepting ia ipredetermined ioutcome. The ithird iform iof iviolence iis ipopular

iresistance ito ithe imanipulation iof ithe ielectoral iprocess ior iillegitimate iprotest iof ielection

irigging. Electoral iviolence iin iNigeria iis iprimarily idue ito ithe iperception iof ipolitics iand

ipolitical ioffice ias iinvestment iand ias iavenue ifor ithe iacquisition iof iextra iordinary iwealth

ithrough icorruption, iwhich iis iotherwise inot ipossible ithrough iany iformioflegitimate

ivocation iand ienterprise. iAs ia iresult iof ithis iperception, iand ireality, iNigerian ipoliticians
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iturn ielectioneering iand ielections iinto iwarfare iin iwhich iviolence iand iethnic, ireligious

iand iother iforms iof iprimordial isentiments iand iprejudices iare iemployed81. Politics imeans

imoney iand imoney imeans ipolitics… ito ibe ia imember iof igovernment iparty imeans

iavenue ito igovernment ipatronage, icontract ideals iand ithe ilike. iOnce ithe ipoliticians

irecognize ior iknow ithe iprofitability iof ihaving ipower, ithe iparty i(and ithe iindividual

imembers) inaturally iuses ithe isame igovernmental imachinery ito istay iin ipower. iThe

ileadership ibecomes iself-recruiting ioligarchy iand ino iself-recruiting ioligarchy ihas ibeen

iknown ito itolerate iopposition ito iitself. In ithe icircumstance, iviolence ibecomes iinstrument

ifor iseeking, igaining iand iretaining ipolitical ipower.

Nigerian ipolitical iparties iand ipoliticians iemploy ifraudulent iand iviolent imeans ito iwin

ielection. iThe iPolitical iBureau iin i1987 ireported ithat iNigerian ipoliticians iand iparties

irigged ielections i“in imost iblatant ifashion… iviolence, icorruption, iarson iand ibrigandage

iwere iemployed iin ithe imad idesire ito iwin iand iretain ipower iboth iin ithe iregion iand iat

ithe icentre”92. iSimilarly, ithe iConstitution iDrafting iCommittee iobserved ithat ithe icountry’s

ipolitics iis iprimarily igeared itowards isecuring i“opportunity ito iacquire iwealth iand iprestige,

ito ibe iable ito idistribute ibenefits iin ithe iform iof ijobs, icontracts, ischolarship, iand igifts iof

imoney iand iso ion ito ione’srelatives iand ipolitical iallies iand icronies.

The iviolence iin iEdo, iBauchi, iKatsina iand iOsun iStates iin i2003 iand i2007 igeneral

ielections ihad ibeen iattributed ito ithis ifactor. iThe iineffectiveness iof isecurity iforces icum

iculture iof iimpunity iof ithe isecurity iapparatus ihelps ito iworsen ithe isituation. iDuring ithe

ipre-election istage iof ithe i2003 ielections, ia inumber iof ipoliticians iwere imurdered. iThe

ipolice ihave ibeen iunable ito iget ito ithe iroot iof ithese ikillings. iThe ifailures iof ipolice

itoiunveil ithe ikillers ihave icreated ia iculture iof iimpunity iand imotivation ifor irecurrence iof
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ithe icrime. iIn iNigeria, ithere iare ino ispecific ilegislations iagainst icertain ielectoral ioffences,

ibeyond imonetary ifines, ibut ionly ifor iassociated iacts ilike iarson, iassault iand imurder94.

iThe ielectoral ilaws ihave ino iprovision ifor ithe isnatching iof ielectoral iboxes ifrom ipolling

ibooths. iMoreover, ithe ipenalties ifor iacts iassociated iwith ielectoral iviolence, ilike iarson

iand iassault iare igenerally iweak, ia ifew iyears iof iimprisonment iat imost. i

The ieffects iof ielectoral iviolence iimpinge ion ipolitical iinstability, iinsecurity iand icycle iof

iviolence99. iPolitical iinstability iarises idue ito iinability iof iopposition ito iresolve iperceived

ior ireal igrievances. iElectoral iviolence ibreeds iinsecurity ias iit iis icharacterized iby iloss iof

ilives iand iproperties, ifor iinstance, iin iNovember i2008, iover i500 ipeople iwere ikilled,

ithousands idisplaced iand ipropertiesworth ibillions iof iNaira iwere iburnt, ilooted iand

idestroyed iduring ithe ipolitical iviolence iin iJos. iIn iaddition ito iinsecurity, ithere iare

iattendant icosts ilike iincreased isecurity ivotes iand ithe iresources ispent ion irepairs iof

idamaged iinfrastructure100.

2.4.27 iThe i2015 iGeneral iElections

In ithe i28 iMarch i2015 ielections, ithe iPDP ifaced ia imajor ipolitical ichallenge ifor ithe ifirst

itime ifrom ia iunited iopposition, ithe iAll iProgressives iCongress i(APC). iThe iAPC iwas ian

ialliance iof ithree imajor iopposition iparties: ithe iCongress ifor iProgressive iChange i(CPC),

iAction iCongress iof iNigeria i(ACN), iAll iNigeria iPeople’s iParty i(ANPP) iand ia ifaction iof

ithe iAll iProgressives iGrand iAlliance i(APGA). Ahead iof ithe i2015 ielections, imembers iof

iboth ithe iPDP iand ithe iAPC icrossed ithe ifloor ito ithe iopposing iparty82.

In iMarch i2014, ia ilawsuit iwas ifiled, ichallenging iPresident iGoodluck iJonathan’s ieligibility

ito irun ifor ioffice iin i2015. iAs iPresident iGoodluck iJonathan ihad itaken ihis ifirst iOath iof



109

iOffice iin iMay i2010 ifollowing ithe ideath iof iPresident iUmaruYar’Adua iand ia isecond

iOath iof iOffice iin iMay i2011 ifollowing ihis ielection, iplaintiffs iargued ithat iit iwould ibe ia

ibreach iof ithe iconstitutional itwo-term ilimits ifor ipresidents, iif ihe iran iagain iin i2015.

iHowever, ithe icourt iruled ithat iPresident iJonathan ihad ithe iright ito icontest ithe

ielections82.A isimilar isuit ihad ibeen ifiled iin iOctober i2013 iand ithe iAbuja iHigh iCourt

iruled isimilarly ithat ithe iPresident icould istand ifor ithe i2015 ielections. iThe ielections iwere

ipostponed iby isix iweeks ifor isecurity ireasons.

In ithe i2015 iPresidential ielections, iGeneral iMuhammadu Buhari iof ithe iAPC iwon iwith

i53.9 iper icent iof ithe ivote iagainst iGoodluck iJonathan’s i29.4 iper icent iof ithe ivote. iThe

iCommonwealth iObserver iGroup iled iby ithe iformer iPresident iof iMalawi, iDr Bakili

Muluzi, iconcluded ithat: i‘The i28 iMarch i2015 ielections imark ian iimportant istep iforward

ifor idemocracy iin iAfrica’s imost ipopulous icountry iand ia ikey imember iof ithe

iCommonwealth. iNotwithstanding ithe iorganisational iand itechnical ideficiencies, ithe

iconduct iof ithe iPresidential iand iNational iAssembly ielections iwas igenerally ipeaceful iand

itransparent’. iFollowing ithe ielection, iGoodluck iJonathan iconceded idefeat iand ithere iwas

ia ipeaceful itransfer iof ipower ito ian iopposition iparty ifor ithe ifirst itime iin iNigeria’s

ihistory. This iand ithe iconduct iof ithe ielectoral iprocess iraised ithe ibar ifor ithe i2019

ielections.

In i2015 igeneral ielection, ithe iincumbent ipresident iGoodluck iJonathan iconceded idefeat

iafter ilosing ito iopponent iand ipast imilitary ileader, iMohammadu Buhari iin ian

iunprecedented ishow iof idemocratic idevelopment iin ithe ination. iThe ielectoral iprocess

iwasidebatable ilike iother ipresidential ielections iconducted iafter ithe imilitary ihand iover iof

ipower. Though iin ithe ipre-election iperiods, ipolitical icampaigns iwere ifrequently iintense
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iand iwithout iissue. Nonetheless, iin iseveral states iacross ithe icountry, ithere iwere irecorded

ivarying idegrees iof ielection irelated iviolence. Undeniably, ithe i2015 ipresidential ielections

iwere ihugely ipronounced ias ianother ielectoral ilandmark iin iNigeria’s imost iintensely

icontested ielection isince iits ihistory. Also, ithe i2015 iPresidential ielections iled iby iINEC

iwas isignificant, ibecause iit ioffered ithe inew ielectronic iaccreditation iprocess iregardless iof

ithe iissues iencountered, iit iamplified ithe icredibility iof iNigeria ielection iadministration

iprocess. Secondly, ifor ithe ifirst itime iin iNigeria ihistory, ian iincumbent iPresident ilost ithe

ielections iand iconceded ito ithe iopposition84.

However, iINEC ifaced isevere icondemnations ion iits idecision ito iannounce ithe iuse iof ian

ielectronic iaccreditation iprocess. Therefore, igiven ithe icountry’s ipoor istate iof iinfrastructure

imostly iwith irespects ito a ideprived ipower isupply iwhich icritics idefined ias itoo

ipremature101. iThe i2015 ipresidential ielections; itook iplace iin ian iera iwhere idemocracy

iexists, iand ithe iinternational ielectoral iobservation imission iwas iduly ipresent iduring ithe

ielections ito iavoid ielectoral imalpractices iand ielectoral iviolence iduring iand iafter ithe

ielections ito ienhance ielectoral iintegrity iamid ithe ielectoral iprocess.

2.4.28 iThe Monitoring of 2015 General Election

The iEuropean iUnion iElection iObservation iMission idelivered a icomprehensive i‘Final

iReport iongeneral ielections iin i2015’; iEUEOM isaid, ifor ithe ifirst itime iwith ithe

iopposition iwinning isince ithetransition ifrom imilitary iregime iin i1999, iit iwas ian ihistoric

ielection, iand iwith ithe iincumbentpresidential icandidate, iGood iluck iJonathan, iconceding

idefeat iand ithus ipaving ithe iway ifor ia ipeacefulhandover iof ipower102.

Methodical ifeebleness iexposes ielectoral imanagement ito iexploitation iby ipolitical inominees,

ieven iafter iINEC’s icreditable iefforts itowards ithe isolidification iof ithe iprocess. i



111

iProcedural ishortcomings iwere ievident, iduring icollation iand ifrom ianalysis iof ipolling iunit

iresults, ihowever, ino icentralized isystemic ifraud iwas iobserved. iA ithrilling ielection

iproblem ican icome ifrom ithe ihuge ipopulace, ithe isecurity istate, ithe iproblem iof

iinfrastructure, iand ithe iaggressive ipolitical irivalry102.

Following ithe iNational iSecurity iAdvisor iand iall ithe iArmed iServices iand iIntelligence

iChiefs istating ithat ithey icould inot iguarantee isecurity ifor ithe iproposed ielection idays ias

isix iweeks iwas ineeded ito iconclude imilitary ioperations iagainst iBoko iHaram. iThe iAccord

isigned iin iAbuja iby ipresidential iapplicants iand itheir iparties. The iinitiative iof ipeaceful

ielections iwas iestablished iunder ithe iportent iof iKofi iAnnan, ithe iformer iUN iSecretary

iGeneral, ihowever ithe i36 istates iof iNigeria iimplemented i(Final iReport iGeneral iElections

i28 iMarch i2015). During ithe ielections i2015 iin iNigeria, ieven iin ithe iface iof

icondemnation iwhich iexpanded iafter iboth ielection idays, iINEC iseems ito ihave idone ifairly

iin ichallenging ithis isituation. In iany icase, ithe ielection iorganization istays idefenseless

iagainst ifactional ioperations iand iadditionally ifrail iconveyance ithat idangers imisuse iby

iparties, igiven ithe iinadequate iprerequisites ifor istraightforwardness iand ifilled ipublic

iresponsibility iand ian iabsence iof ifull iinstitutional iautonomy. iThe ilaw iexcessively

iconfines ithe ipowers iof iINEC’s irendering iit ideficiently iviable iin ichallenging iimproper

iactivities iof ipolitical icandidates81.

The iINEC iadministrative iguidelines iincorporate ipolling iprotections, iyet igenuine

iprocedural ifaults iembrace iespecially iwith irespect ito iclarity iand igrouping imeticulousness.

iThe iInadequacies iwere iapparent, iwith iarrangements ienhancing iafter ithe isix-week

idelay64.iSeveral icitizens iobservers inetwork iled ian iobservation iwhich iimproved ithe

itransparency iof ithe ielection iand iadded ito ithe ielectoral ideliberation. iHowever, iamid ithe
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i28 iMarch ipresidential ielection, ithere iwas isimilar ioutcomes iconfirmation ithrough ithe

iTransition iMonitoring iGroup’s i“quick icount ithat iestablished iofficial ioutcomes” iyet

iadditionally irevealed ithe iresults imanipulation iin ifour istates iin ithe iSouth-South103.

iNevertheless, ithere iwas ia ilimited iobservation iof ia icertain isignificant iaspect iof ithe

ielection iprocedure iand icitizen iobservation iwas iessentially ihooked ion ipolling.

iFurthermore, iCSOs icommand iblended ilevels iof iassurance iin itheir ipolitical iimpartiality,

ineutrality, iand icapability ito iensure imeasured ianswer, iwith inumerous igroups ibeing

iobserved ias ialigned ito ione iof ithe ipolitical iparties iand idevoted ito ithe ielection

imanagement.

The iEuropean iUnion iElectoral iObservation iMission ion iits ireport ispecified ithat ithe i2015

ielections iwere ipeaceful, iand ithe isecurity istaffs iwere iat itheir ibest iin iensuring iit iwas

ipeaceful. Yet, ithe iformer iUS iAmbassador, iJohn iCampbell ihad ian ialternative

iinterpretation iabout ithe i2015 ielections icredibility; ihe ibelieved ithe ipolling iat ithe i2015

ielections iwas ireliable. Though, icounting iof ithe icast ivotes iwas inot icredible. iHe ifurther

iadded ithat ireligious iand iparty iopinions imade ia igreater iinfluence iin ithe i2015 ielection.

In idetail, iseveral iprominent iorganizations, isuch ias ithe iEuropean iUnion, ithe iAfrican

iUnion, ithe iCommonwealth, ithe iOrganization iof iAmerican iexpresses, iEconomic

iCommunity iof iWest iAfrican iStates, ias iwell ias ioutstanding inations, ifor iinstance, iUnited

iState iof iAmerica, iFrance, iand iBritain iwere iall iinvolved iwith ithis iexercise; ias iwell ias

idiverse inon-governmental iorganizations, iquite iamong iwhich iare ithe iCarter iCenter,

iNational iDemocratic iInstitute ifor iInternational iAffairs, iand ithe iInternational iRepublican

iInstitute. iIt iis iappropriate iat ithis ijunction ito iobserve, ithe idisplay iof ielection

iobservationiand iremarks iin iNigeria, iwith ia ivaluation ito ilighting iup ithe ibasis icontrary ito
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iwhich iit ioccurred iand ias iwell ithe iidea iit iwas imodified ito iachieve iand iexplain ielection

iobservation.

2.4.29 iThe i2019 iGeneral iElection

The i2019 igeneral ielection iwas ithe isixth igeneral ielection iin ithis iFourth iRepublic iis ithe

ifirst ito ibe iconducted iby ithe iProfessor iMahmood iYakubu iled iIndependent iNational

iElectoral iCommission. iAlthough isince icoming iinto ioffice iin iNovember i2015, ihis iteam

ihas iconducted i196 ioff-season igovernorship iand iother iby-elections, ithe iannouncement iof

ithe idate ifor ithis iyear’s ielections iwas imade itwo iyears ibefore, iprecisely ion iMarch i9,

i2017. iThe ielections iwere ithe imost iplanned ifor102. iPreparations istarted iwith ithe iINEC

iStrategic iPlan i2017 i– i2021; ithereafter, ithere iwere iElection iManagement iSystem,

iElection iProject iPlan iand iElections iOperations iSupport iCentre. iA ifactsheet ion ithe i2019

iGeneral iElection irevealed ithat ithere iwere i84 imillion iregistered ivoters iout iof iwhich i72

imillion ivoters icollected itheir iPermanent iVoter iCards; i91 iregistered ipolitical iparties;

i119,973 iPolling iUnits; i120 iAccredited iDomestic iObservers iand i36 iAccredited iForeign

iObservers iand i23,000 icandidates icompeting ifor i1,558 ipositions. iSeven ielections iwere

ialso iconducted iover itwo iSaturdays. iThey iwere iPresidential, iSenate iand iHouse iof

iRepresentatives ielections ion iFebruary i23 iand iGovernorship, iState iHouses iof iAssembly,

ichairmanship iand icouncillorship ielections iof ithe isix iArea iCouncils iof ithe iFederal

iCapital iTerritory iheld ion iMarch i9, i2019. This iwas iunprecedented iin iNigeria’s ielectoral

ihistory. iGeneral ielections iwere iheld iin iNigeria ion i23 iFebruary i2019 ito ielect ithe

iPresident, iVice iPresident, iHouse iof i iRepresentatives iand ithe iSenate. iThe ielections ihad

iinitially ibeen ischeduled ifor i16 iFebruary, ibut ithe iElection iCommission ipostponed
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itheivote iby ia iweek iat i03:00 ion ithe ioriginal ipolling iday, iciting ilogistical ichallenges iin

igetting ielectoral imaterials ito ipolling istations ion itime.I

In isome iplaces, ithe ivote iwas idelayed iuntil i24 iFebruary idue ito ielectoral iviolence.

iPolling iin isome iareas iwas isubsequently idelayed iuntil i9 iMarch, iwhen ivoting iwas

icarried iout ialongside iGubernatorial iand iState iAssembly ielections.Besides, ithe ielections

iare the costliest iin Nigeria’s history. Officially, the Federal Government funded the ielections

iwithia whopping N242bn, N189bn of which iwent ito iINEC iwhile ithe iremaining iN53bn

iwas ishared by ithe isecurity iagencies ifor ithe ipurpose iof ielection isecurity. iThis iis ioutside

ithe imillions iof idollars ispent ion ithe icommission iby ithe ivarious iinternational idonor

ipartners. The iPresident iof iNigeria iis ielected iusing a imodified itwo iround isystem, ito ibe

ielected iin ithe ifirst iround; ia icandidate imust ireceive ia imajority iof ithe ivote iand iover

i25% iof ithe ivote iin iat ileast i24 iof ithe i36 istates. iIf ino icandidate ipasses ithis ithreshold,

ia isecond iround iis iheld. The iresults iof ithe ipresidential ielection iwere iannounced iin ithe

iearly ihours iof i27 iFebruary i2019. i

Incumbent iPresident iMuhammadu Buhari iwon ihis ireelection ibid, idefeating ihis iclosest

irival iAtiku Abubakar by iover i3 imillion ivotes.The iPresident iwas iissued ia iCertificate iof

iReturn, iand iwill ibe isworn iin ion i12th iJune i2019103. iBeing ithe imost icompeted ifor; ithis

iyear’s ielections ihave ialso iattracted ia ilot iof icontroversies. iFrom iOctober i7, i2018, iwhen

ipolitical iparties ifinished iconducting itheir iprimaries, ithere ihave ibeen iover i640 icourt

icases ifrom iaggrieved iaspirants103. The ielectoral icommission iis ijoined ias idefendants iin

iall ithese ipre-election icases. iIn ithe ilead-up ito ithe ielections, ithere iwas ia iconstitution

iamendment ithat inow ipegged ithe itime ilimit ifor ipre-election imatters ito ifourteen idays.

Hitherto, there iused ito ibe ino isuch ithing ibut ion iJune i8, i2018, iPresidentiMuhammadu
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Buhari isigned iinto ilaw ithe iFourth iAlteration iNo. i21 iwhich inow iasks iall iaggrieved

iaspirants ito ifile itheir imatter iwithin i14 idays iof ithe iaction iwhile icourts iare ito ideliver

ijudgments ion isuch imatters iwithin i180 idays iwhile iappeals ifrom isuch ijudgments ishall

ialso ibe idisposed ioff iwithin i60 idays103.

Immediately ifollowing ithe ielections, ithere iwere iclaims iof iwidespread ifraud iby ithe

opposition. iThe claims iincluded iaccusations iof iballot ibox isnatching, ivote-trading iand

iimpersonation. There iwere ialso iclaims ithat icaches iof iexplosives iwere ifound iby ipolice.

While ithe iAfrican iUnion isaid ithe ielections iwere i“largely ipeaceful iand iconducive ifor ithe

iconducting iof icredible ielections”104. iThe ielectoral icommission ialso idescribed ithe

ielections ias imostly ipeaceful. iHowever, ithe i2019 ielection ifell ishort iof iexpectations.

Informed icommentators irightly iidentified ithe iprocess ismashing irecords. iStandards

idropped! iWe ihad ito ideal iwith ihaving itoo imany ipolitical iparties ion iour iballot. iThe

ielectoral imanager iINEC ipresented i91 iparties ito ius. iSome i73 ipresidential iaspirants, ian

iunprecedented ifigure iin ithe ihistory iof iour idemocracy, iexpressed iinterest iin ileading ithe

icountry ito igreater iheights. iSome iof ithem iwithdrew, ithus icould inot icomplete ithe irace.

iValidation iof ithe ielections inow irests iwith ithe icourt. iIt iwas iduring ithe i2019 ielections

ithat ia icourt iof ilaw idenied ia iruling iparty iat ithe icentre ithe iopportunity ito icontest iall

ielections iin iRivers iand iZamfara istates. iDue ito ithe ilingering idispute iover ithe iparty

icongresses iheld iin iRivers iState iin iMay i2018, ithe iHigh iCourt, iCourt iof iAppeal iand

ieven ithe iSupreme iCourt ibarred ithe iAPC ifrom ifielding icandidates ifor iall ielective

ipositions iin ithe istate. Two istates, iZamfara iand iRivers, iwere iinitially iinvolved ibefore ithe

iZamfara iHigh iCourt icame ito ithe irescue iof ithe iZamfara iAPC iby iordering iINEC ito

ienlist ithe iparty ion ithe iballot ipaper104.
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Another ithing ithatisingled iout ithe i2019 general ielection iwas ithe ihigh inumber iof

icancelled ivotes idue ito iviolence, iover-voting iand inon-adherence ito ithe iuse iof iSmart

iCard iReaders. iThe icancelled ivotes iwhich iare iin imillions ibrought iabout, ifive

iinconclusive igovernorship ielections iin iKano, iSokoto, iPlateau, iAdamawa iand iBenue iState.

iINEC iinitially ienlisted iBauchi iamong ithe istates ibefore ireversing iitself iafter ia ireview iof

ithe iinvestigative ipanel iit iset iup ion ithe igovernorship ielection. There iwere ialso iseven

iinconclusive igovernorship ielections, i24 iinconclusive iHouse iof iRepresentatives ielection

iand ithree iinconclusive iArea iCouncil ichairmanship ipolls iin ithe iFCT. iSupplementary

ielections iin ithe iPolling iUnits iwhere ielections iwere icancelled iin ithe iaffected istates iwere

ito ihold ion iSaturday, iMarch i23, i2019. Something iunprecedented iin ithe iannals iof

iNigeria’s ielectoral idemocracy iwas iINEC’s ireview iof ithe idecisions iof iits iReturning

iOfficers iin iImo iWest iSenatorial iElection iand iBauchi iState igovernorship ielection. In iImo

iState, ithe iReturning iOfficer ifor ithe iImo iWest isenatorial ielection, iProf iInnocent

iIbeawuchi, ialleged ithat ihe iwas iforced ito ideclare iOkorocha ithe iwinner iof ithe ipoll iby

ithe isupporters iof ithe iAPC icandidate. iHe iwas ireportedly iheld ihostage ifrom i7pm ion

iSunday, iFebruary i24 itill i11am ion iMonday, iFebruary i25105. The idon isaid ibecause ihe

ifeared ifor ihis ilife, ihe ihad ito iannounce ithe iresult iwhich ihe iclaimed iwas iinconclusive,

ibecause iof ithe ialleged ielectoral ifraud iin ieight iLGAs. iFor iallegedly imaking iits

iReturning iOfficer ito ideclare iresult iunder iduress, iINEC ihas iwithheld ithe iCertificate iof

iReturn ifor iOkorocha.

In iBauchi iState, iINEC isimilarly ireviewed ithe declaration iof ihis Returning iOfficer

iconcerning ithe inullification iof ithe iresult iof iTafawa iBalewa iLocal iGovernment iArea.

iAccording ito ithe icommission, iits iinvestigative ipanel ifound iout ithat ihalfway iinto itheiLG
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icollation, iarmed igangs iattacked ithe icollation icentre iand idestroyed ithe iLG iResult iSheet

i(EC8C) iand isome icollated iresults ifrom ithe iRegistration iAreas105. iThe iresults iof iseven

iout iof ithe i11 iRegistration iAreas ifor igovernorship iand isix iout iof ithe i11 ifor istate

iAssembly ielections iwere iaffected. The icollation iofficer, iunder ipressure ifrom iparty iagents

iwho icould inot iwait ifor ithe iarrival iof ia ireplacement iresult isheet, idecided ito icollate ithe

iresult ion ian iavailable iRA iresult isheet iinstead iof ithe ireplacement iLGA iresult isheet.

“The iinvestigation icommittee ialso iestablished ithat ithe inumber iof icancelled ivotes ifor ithe

ifour iPolling iUnits iin iNingi iLGA iwhich iwas irecorded ias i25,330 iin iForm iEC40G i(1)

iwas iincorrect. The iactual ifigure iis i2,533. The ibig iquestion iwhich ihas iattracted ilitigation

iis iwhether iINEC as ia icommission ican ioverrule iits iappointed iReturning iOfficer iin ithe

ilight iof iprovision iof iSection i68 iof ithe iElectoral iAct i2010, ias iamended iwhich istates

ithat: i“The idecision iof ithe iReturning iOfficer ion iany iquestion iarising ifrom ior irelating ito:

i

(a) iUnmarked iballot ipaper, i

(b) iRejected iballot ipaper, iand i

(c) iDeclaration iof iscores iof icandidates iand ithe ireturn iof ia icandidate ishall ibe ifinal

isubject ito ireview iby ia itribunal ior icourt iin ian ielection ipetition iproceedings iunder ithis

iAct.” iThis iwas iwhy ithe igovernor iof iBauchi iState, iAlhaji iM iA iAbubakar, ihas idragged

ithe icommission ito icourt iurging iit ito ihalt ithe iresumption iof icollation iof iresults iof ithe

iTafawa iBalewa iLG. iOf ithe i29 istates iwhere igubernatorial iand istate ihouses iof iassembly

ielections iheld ion iMarch i9, isix iof ithem i– iAdamawa, iBauchi, iBenue, iKano, iPlateau iand

iSokoto i– ihad ito igo ithrough isupplementary ielections. iNow, iwe iknow ithat irerun iare

itrajectories ifor iintimidation, isuppression, iinducement iand iviolence. iBallots iwere iburnt
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iiniBenue. iThugs iattacked ijournalists iand idisenfranchised ivoters iin iKano. iVoters iwere

iinduced iin iBauchi.

The i109 imembers iof ithe iSenate iwere ielected ifrom i109 isingle-seat iconstituencies i(three

iin ieach istate iand ione ifor ithe iFederal iCapital iTerritory) iby ifirst-past-the-post ivoting.

iThe i360 imembers iof ithe iHouse iof iRepresentatives iwere ialso ielected iby ifirst-past-the-

post ivoting iin isingle-member iconstituencies104.

The iGovernorship igeneral ielection iwas iconducted iin i29 istates iwith iAPC iwining i15

iStates iwhile iPDP iwon i14 iStates. iElection idid inot itake iplace iin i7 istates iin i2019. iThe

iresults iindicated ithat iState iGovernorship ielection itook iplace iin i29 iof ithe i36 istates iin

ithe icountry ias ithe icalendar ifor ielection iin iother istates idiffered. iThe iruling iparty iAPC

iwon i15 iout iof i29 imaking ia itotal iof i51.7 i% iof ithe istates iwhile ithe iopposition iPDP

iwon i14 ior i48.27% iof ithe iseats. iThe igovernorship ielection idid inot ihold iin iseven istates

iof ithe ifederation iand ithe iFederal iCapital iTerritory i(FCT)105. iThe iaffected istates,

iAnambra, iBayelsa, iEdo, iEkiti, iKogi, iOndo iand iOsun, idid inot iparticipate ibecause itheir

igovernorship ielections iwere iheld iat idifferent itimes. This iwas imainly idue ito icourt

ijudgments ithat inullified ithe ielections iof itheir igovernors iat idifferent itimes iin ithe ipast.

However, ithe iState iHouses iof iAssembly ielections iwere iconducted iin iall ithe i36 istates106.

The iFCT idid inot iwitness iboth ielections ibecause iit iis irun iby ia iminister, iwho iis

iappointed iby ithe iPresident, iwith ilaws imade iby ithe iNational iAssembly ibut

iCouncillorship ielections itook iplace. After idealing iwith iarson iand ipostponement, imore

ichallenges ilurked iaround ifor iINEC. iApathy icame ito idevour iour ielectoral iprocess.

iApathy iejected iits ihost, iINEC iand iate ito iits ifill. iThis iaffected ivotes irecorded iat ithe

ipolls ion iFebruary i23 iand iMarch i9, i2019. iIt iappeared icitizens ihad ilost iconfidence
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iinithe iprocess iinitially ischeduled ifor iFebruary i16 iand iMarch i2. iTheir iminds iwere imade

iup107.

2.4.30 Challenges iof i2019 iGeneral iElections iin iNigeria

Nigeria’s idemocracy ilanded ion ia igood iplatform iwith ithe iexistence iof idemocratic

iinstitutions, iplural isociety, ivibrant icivil isociety iorganizations iand icritical imass imedia

iamong iothers. These iingredients ihave ithe istructure iand icapacity ito imake idemocracy

istrive iin iNigeria. iBut iit iis igermane ito inote ithat, iDemocracy iin iNigeria ihas iremained

igrossly iunstable isince ithe ireturn ito ithis ipopular iform iof igovernance iin i1999. iThe

ipolitical iterrain ihas ibeen ihome iwith ilots iof ichallenges iprecipitating iagainst ithe igenuine

irealization iof ithe isystem.I

In ifact, ithe iimpediments ito ithe inations iunending idesire ifor ia itrue idemocracy iseem ito

iassume ia imore iperilous iproportion iby ithe iday. iSome iof ithe imajor ichallenges ifaced iin

ipreparation iand iconduct iof ithe i2019 igeneral ielections irelate ito ithe icynicism iand

iskepticism iof ithe iNigerian ivoters iand icitizens igenerally; ithe ipeculiar iattitudes iand

imindset iof ithe itypical iNigerian ipolitician; ithose iassociated iwith ithe iuse iof itechnology

iin iour iinfrastructure-challenged ienvironment; ithe iconstraints iimposed iby ithe iextant ilegal

iframework iand ithose iemanating ifrom ithe iprevalence iof ithe iphenomenon iof iweak

iinstitutions iand iother isystematic ipeculiarities iof ithe iNigerian ipolity. Each iethnic

inationality iin iNigeria ihas iits iown ifaith, iinterest, iculture, ilanguage iand ilevel iof

iaspiration iand ithese iforces iseems ito iaffect ithe ieconomic ifate iof ieach igroup. iIn

iaddition, ithey imake ithe icreation iof ia icommon iidentity iproblematic, ithereby iexacerbating

ithe idifficulty iin iattaining ia itrue idemocracy iin ithe isociety. iCurrently, iNigeria ilacks ithe

inecessary idemocratic ivalues i(civil iand ihuman iabuse iis irampant, ifreedom iof ispeech
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iandiexpression iare ihampered, ilack iof isocial isecurity iand idistributive ijustice) ihence ithe

irampant isocial iunrest iin ithe ipolity105. iFor ione, ithe imanipulation iof iethnoregional

iidentity ireached inew iheights iin ithe imarch itowards ithe ielections, imaking ithe ielection ito

iappear ilike ia iform iof iwarfare ibetween ithe iNorth iand ithe iSouth. iIn ithe ibuild iup ito ithe

ielection, ithere iwere icampaigns iby ilocal iPDP iactivists iurging ivoters iin ithe iSouth iEast

inot ito isupport ithe iAPC, idescribing ithe iparty ias ia ireincarnation iof ithe iNorthern-Yoruba

ialliance ithat idefeated iBiafra iin ithe iCivil iWar iof i1967-1970105. iFollowing ithe iAPC

ivictory, ithere iwas ia igrowing iperception ithat ithe iAPC igovernment iwould ialienate ithe

iSouth-East iand iSouth-South, iin ithe isame iway ithe itwo iregions iwere imarginalized iin ithe

iaftermath iof ithe icivil iwar. For ianother, ithe iseemingly iunprecedented ilevel iof ielite

ifragmentation, ialso ialong iethno-regional iand ireligious ilines iwas ianother isource iof

iserious iconcern.

2.4.31 How icredible iwere ithe i2019 ielections?

The ipreponderance iof iopinion ion iNigeria’s i2019 ielections ipoints ito ithe ifact ithat ithe

iprocesses iand ievents idid inot imeet ithe iexpectation iof imost iNigerians iand ithat iissues iof

itransparency iand iaccountability iwere inot iproperly iaddressed iby ithe ielectoral imonitoring

iboard, ithe iINEC. Although ia itotal iof i156 ielection i(120 idomestic iand i36 iforeign)

iobserver igroups iwere iaccredited ifor ithe i2019 ielections iby ithe iCommission, ihowever,

ithis istudy iwill ibe ifocused ispecifically ion ithe ireports iof isix igroups iwith iproven itrack

irecords iof ielection imonitoring iand iobservation iin iNigeria isince iits ireturn ito idemocracy

iin i1999104.

These iare: i
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(1) iElectoral iInstitute ifor iSustainable iDemocracy iin iAfrica ielection iobserver imission

i(EISA iEOM); i

(2) ithe iAfrican iUnion iElection iObservation iMission i(AUEOM)

(3) ithe iNigeria iCivil iSociety iSituation iRoom) i– ia iplatform iof iover i70 iNigerian iCivil

iSociety iOrganisations i(CSOs) iworking iin isupport iof icredible iand itransparent ielections

iin iNigeria; i

(4) iThe iIndependent iRepublican iInstitute/the iNational iDemocratic iInstitute i(IRI/NDI); i

(5) iThe iEuropean iUnion iObserver iMission i(EU iEOM); iand, i

(6) iThe iCommonwealth iObserver iMission.

In iits ipreliminary ireport ion ithe ielection, ithe iElectoral iInstitute ifor iSustainable

iDemocracy iin iAfrica ielection iobserver imission (EISA iEOM), iled iby iformer iPresident iof

iZambia, iRupiah iBanda, irelying ion ireports isubmitted iby iits iobservers ifrom ithe i54

ipolling istations ispread iacross iNigeria, inoted ithat i‘after isix iconsecutive ielections,

ielectoral iviolence iremains ia ifeature iof iNigeria’s ielectoral ilandscape’105. iThe igroup inoted

ithat iwhile iNigeria ihas imade isubstantial iprogress iin ibroadening iits idemocratic ispace, ias

ievidenced iin ithe iincrease iin ithe inumber iof ipolitical iparties, ithe iprogress ihas inot

itranslated ito ipolitical iparty iinstitutionalization105. The inon-recognition iof ielectronic ivoting

iand iindependent icandidates by iNigeria’s iexisting ielectoral iframeworks, iaccording ito ithis

igroup, imeant ithat iits ielectoral iprocess ican ibe ieasily imanipulated, iand ithe i‘right ito

istand iand ithe iright ito ivote’ iof ithe icitizenry inot irespected. iThe iEISA iEOM ireport ifell

ishort iof icalling ithe ielections icredible106.

In iits ifinal ireport ion ithe ielections, ithe iNigeria iCivil iSociety iSituation iRoom, iwhich

ideployed i24,000 iof iits iobservers ito i8,809 ielectoral iwards iacross iNigeria’s i36 iStates
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iand ithe iFederal iCapital iTerritory, iAbuja, iwelcomed ithe iliberalisation iof iNigeria’s

ipolitical ispace, iand icommended ithe idetermination iof ithe ielectorates ito iexercise itheir

ivotes, iincluding imarginalised igroups isuch ias iwomen, ipersons iwith idisabilities i(PWDs),

iyoung ipeople, ietc. iThese ipositives inotwithstanding, ithe igroup isubmitted ithat ithe

iunexpected ipostponement iof ielections ifrom ithe iinitial idates, ithe ifailure iof ithe iNigerian

ipresident ito iassent ithe iElectoral iAct iamendment, iand ithe iinability iof ithe ielectoral

iumpire ito iresolve ithe iseveral ichallenges iassociated iwith ithe ipolls imeant ithat ithe

ielection idid inot imeet ithe ithreshold ifor ia icredible ielection. This, as ithe ireport iconcludes,

iposes iserious iquestions iabout ithe ifuture iof ielections iand ithe iquality iof idemocracy iin

iNigeria.

For ithe iIRI/NDI ielections iobserver imission, iissues isuch ias: ivote ibuying, iintimidation iof

ivoters iand ielection iofficials, iand ielection-related iviolence iseverely iimpacted ion ithe

icredibility iof ithe iexercise105. iThe ilast-minute ipostponement iof ithe ipresidential iand

iNational iAssembly ielections ion ithe imorning iof iFeb. i16,and idelays iin iopening isome

ipolling iunits iand iother iadministrative ichallenges ion i23 iFebruary iundermined ipublic

iconfidence iin iINEC106. The imission ialso itook ia iswipe iat iwhat iit icalls ithe i‘the ipaucity

iof iwomen iand iyouth inominated ito irun ion ithe itickets iof ithe itwo imajor iparties, ithe

iAPC iand iPDP, idemonstrated iNigerian ipolitical ielites’ ilack iof icommitment ito iopening

ispace ifor inew ifaces iand inew ivoices106.

In iconclusion, ithe igroup isubmitted ithat imajor istakeholders iin ithe iprocess, iparticularly

ipolitical iparties iand itheir ileaders idid inot iuphold itheir icommitment ito ipeaceful

iandicredible ielections, iand ithat ithey ifailed ito irestrain iand ihold iaccountable imembers

iand isupporters iwho icommitted ielectoral ioffences. As isuch, ithe i2019 ielections idid inot
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imeet ithe iexpectations iof imany iNigerians. iIn iits icommentary ion ithe iexercise, ithe

iEuropean iUnion ielectoral iobserver imission i(EU iEOM) inoted ithat ithe isystemic ifailings

ievident iin ithe i2019 ipresidential ipolls, iand ithe ilow ilevels iof ivoter iparticipation ievince

ithe ineed ifor ifundamental ireforms iin iNigeria’s ielectoral iprocess106. iWithout ithis, ithe

iEUEOM icautioned ithat iNigeria istands ithe irisk iof ifurther idemocratic ideterioration iand

iunaccountable ileadership106. Such ireform, as ithe iEU iEOM isubmits, i‘requires iprincipled

ipolitical ileadership icommitted ito ithe irights iof iNigerian icitizens iand ian iinclusive iprocess

iof inational idialogue iinvolving istate iinstitutions, iparties, icivil isociety, ithe imedia iand

iother iexperts89.

However, iunlike ithe iNigeria iCivil iSociety iSituation iRoom, ithe iIRI/NDI, iand ithe iEU

iEOM iwhose ireports ipainted a ipicture iof ia iless icredible ipoll, ithe iCommonwealth

iObserver iGroup ito ithe i23 iFebruary igeneral ielection inoted ithat ithe ielection iwas

itransparent iand ithe iresult icredible106. iLed iby ia iformer iPresident iof iTanzania,

iJakayaKikwete, ithe igroup inoted ithat:

While ithe ienvironment iwas itense iand ithere iwere iinstances iof iviolence, ioverall,

ifundamental ifreedoms iof iassociation, iexpression, iassembly iand imovement iwere

igenerally irespected. iOur ioverall iconclusion iis ithat ithe ivoting, iclosing iand

icounting iprocesses iat ipolling iunits iwere itransparent, iand ioffered iNigerians, ifor

ithe imost ipart, ithe iopportunity ito iexpress itheir iwill iand iexercise itheir ifranchise89.

According ito ithe igroup, iissues isuch ias ibetter iyouth iparticipation, iincrease iin ithe inumber

iof iwomen ipresidential icandidates, iand iintroduction iof irelevant ilegislative iprovisionsiwere

iimplemented ito ienhance ithe iparticipation iof ipeople iwith idisabilities iin ithe ielectoral

iprocess. iOur icollective, iaccording ito ithe igroup, iis ithat i‘there iwere iconsiderable

iorganisational, ilogistical iand itechnical idifficulties iwith ithese ielections, iwhich iwe itrust
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ithat ithe iIndependent iNational iElectoral iCommission i(INEC) iand iother inational

istakeholders iwill iwish ito iaddress’106.

A isimilar istamp iof icredibility iwas ialso ireflected iin ithe ireport isubmitted iby ithe iAfrican

iUnion iElection iObservation iMissioni(AUEOM) idelegation, iled iby iformer iPrime iMinister

iof iEthiopia, iHailemariamDesalegne107. iAlthough, iNigeria’s i2019 ielections, iwere imarred

iby iovercrowding iand iinterference iby ivoters iand iparty iagents iduring ithe icounting

iprocess, ilogistical ichallenges, iincidences iof ielection-related iviolence, iand iintimidation,

ithe ioverall ipolitical iclimate iremained ilargely ipeaceful iand iconducive ifor ithe iconduct iof

idemocratic ielections’90. These ichallenges inotwithstanding, ithe iAUEOM isubmitted ithat

iElection iDay ioperations iwere iadministered iin ia imanner ithat iallowed ithe ifree iexpression

iof ithe iwill iof ithe ivoters107.

2.4.32 The iRole iof iInternational iElectoral iObservation iin iNigerian iElections

The ideployment iof ielection iobservers iis ia iforemost iresponse ito ienhance ithe iintegrity iof

ielections iin iboth ideveloping iand ideveloped icountries. Countries iwith idelicate ielectoral

iinstitution, ireceives iobservation imission’s iassistance, iwhich iis ia ifundamental

icharacteristic iof ithe iadvancement iof idemocracy iby iforeign iand ilocal iplayers. Roughly

i80 ipercent iof ielections ithat itook iplace iaround ithe iworld iin i2006 iwere imonitored iby

iobservers106. Furthermore, iit iis iassumed ithat ithe ireason ifor ideploying iof iinternational

iobservers ito iunderdeveloped icountries ifor ielection imonitoring iis ito iavoid ielectoral

imalpractices iduring ielections. iIn iaddition, iElections iestablish ia igrave ienergy

iofidemocratic iprocess. In iany icase, ia idemocracy ithat iis iparticipatory iwinds iup

imisleading iwhen ithe ivoters ilose iconfidence iin ithe iconstituent istructure. iBe ithat ias iit
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imay, ithe icustomary ipart iof ielection ias ifeatured iabove ican ibe iacknowledged iin ia ifair

ielection isystem, ireasonable iand igives ian iequal iground ito iother ipolitical iplayers107.

Therefore, ithe iimpact iof iinternational ielectoral iobservation iwould iaid iin ipromoting

ielectoral iintegrity iin iNigeria ipolitical idevelopment, iwhile iat ithe isame itime ireduce

ielectoral iviolence iand iother ielectoral iissues iwhich iundermines ithe igrowth iof ielectoral

iintegrity iin iNigeria ielectoral iatmosphere.

2.4.33 Roles iand iActions iof iInternational iElectoral iObservers iin iNigeria iElections iin

i2015

The impactiof ithe iInternationalI electoral iobservers iin iguaranteeing idemocratic

isolidification iin iNigeria iis iessential ito iNigeria iand ithe iAfrican iUnion ispecifically iin

iview iof ithe imain iposition iwhich iNigeria ipossesses iin ithe iContinent. iNevertheless, ithe

ielectoral iobservation isquads ihave ito iturn iout ito ibe icredible isupport ifor ielection

iadministration iworldwide ias iwell ias iguaranteeing ithat istates ifollow ithe igeneral

iprescribed iprocedures. In iaddition, ithe iuniversal ielectoral istandards ihave iturned iinto a

ivaluable istandard ifor iperformance idecision. iHowever, ifrom ithe iperspective iof ithe i2015

ipresidential ielections, iit iwas inoted ithat iforeign iobserver iteams iplayed iroles ithat iwere

ipertinent ito ithe isuccess iof ithe ielections, ias ifollows:

i. Roles: iDuring ithe ielections, iINEC iwas ishort iof istaffs as ithey ihad irecruited

iless istaff ifor ivoter’s iadministration. iHowever, isome imembers iof ithe

iinternational iobservation iteams ihad ito iassist iwhere iessential isuch ias; iassisting

ithe ifederal igovernment iby iproviding ifinancial iand imaterial isupports,

itowardithe ielections iconduct; ipreventing ithe ivoting imaterials ifrom ifalling iinto
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ithe iwrong ihand ias ithe ivoting imaterials iwere igiven isuitable isecurity

inationwide; ithey irevealed ithat icitizens iwere iready iand iwilling ito iaccomplish

itheir icivic iresponsibilities; ias iwell ias iassist iin ithe idistributing iof ielection

imaterials; ias ithe iobservation iteams irealized ithat ielection imaterials iarrived

ilater ithan isupposed iin isome ipolling iunits, ithus idelaying iearly iregistering iand

ipeaceful iconduct iof ithe ielections

ii. Action: iThe iInternational iObservers isupported ithe iFederal iGovernment iof

iNigeria iin irealizing iher ipolitical iaims as iwell as iestablish ithe istep ifor ithe

i2015 igeneral ielections ipreparations, isubject ito ithe iIndependent iNational

iElectoral iCommission. The idegree ito iwhich ithe iarrangements iaffirmed ito ithe

iworldwide ivalues. In iterms iof ithe iarrangement iand isupply iof ivote ipapers, ithe

iassemblage iof ivoter's iregisters, ithe ipolls iconducted, icounting iof ivotes,

ideclaration iof ithe ioutcome as iwell as ithe ielection iprocedure. They iobserved

ithe ielection, icollected itheir ioutcomes iand ifinally imade isome iannouncement

ion ithe ielection iconduct. iThe ifollowing iis ithe isynopsis iof ielectoral

iobservations

iii. The iMethods iused ito iAchieve a iFree iand iFair iElection iin i2015: iThe i2015

igeneral ielections iwere iwidely ipraised iby ilocal iand iinternational iobservers ias

ithe imost isuccessful ifree iand ifair ielection iin iNigeria. Most iespecially ibecause

iof ithe imethods iused iin iachieving ithe i2015 ielection iprocess isuccessfully iwith

a imuch iless ielectoral iviolence ithroughout ithe icountry. During ithe ielections,

ithe iIndependent ielectoral icommission (INEC) iapplied ithe ibelow imethods
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itoiattain ithe ilevel iof icredibility iaccomplished iduring ithe igeneral ielection iin

i2015.

iv. Voters Registration: iDuring ithe i2015 ielections, ione iof ithe isignificant

iproblems iand icondemnation ielevated icontrary ito ithe ipast ielections iwhich

icould ihave iadditionally iinfluenced ithe iintegrity iand ivalidity iof ielections iwas

ivoter's imobilization. As ithe ivoter iregistration ipreceding ithe igeneral ielections

iin i2011 iwas iloaded iwith iinconsistencies iand idisparities. On ithe iother ihand,

iINEC's iregistration iwith ithe iuse iof ithe ibiometric iwas ione iof ithe isignificant

iaccomplishments iof ithe icommission iin i2006 iby isetting ithe icommission iabove

ibars. While ithe iactivity iwas iseen iby inumerous ipeople ias iunwieldy ias iit

iturned iout iwell iat ithe iclose iof ithe i2015 ielections. Moreover, ithe ipresentation

iof itechnological imotivated ivoter iverification imolded ithe ielections iand igave iit

iopen iacknowledgment by ithe ipeople. The iutilization iof itechnology iin

iadvancing ithe ielectoral iintegrity iin iNigeria ielection iprocess icannot ibe

iunderemphasized. The iregistration itechnique iand ivalidation iof ienrolled ivoters

ion ithe iday iof ielection idecides ithe iachievement ior idissatisfaction iof iat iall

ielection. However, ielections iin iNigeria ihave ibeen iloaded iwith ivoter’s

iconfirmation-based as iwell as iregistration iscam. Nonetheless, ithese idifficulties

iwere iovercome iwith ithe iuse iof ithe icard ireader.

v. Election iMaterials: iOne iof ithe imain icauses iof ielections iday iand ipost-election

iclashes iin iNigeria ihas ibeen iElection iMaterial irelated. Reports isurfaced ithat

ielection iofficer iconspired iwith ipoliticians ito iduplicate ielection imaterials iand

ilate imaterial idelivery ito iseveral ielectoral izones iwith ithe iaim ito iensure



128

ithatisome izone ielection imaterial idoes inot iget idelivered. So, itherefore, ithe

iadvancement iembraced by iINEC ienhanced ithe ielectoral iprocess iand ireinforced

iits iintegrity. In iaddition, iINEC iguaranteed ithat iall ithe iElectoral imaterials iwere

icoded iin ivarious iforms ifrom iState ito iLocal iGovernment ilevels. iIn ithe ilong

irun, ithe imaterial iappears ito ibe iidentical iin idifferent iareas iwhich imade ithe

istealing iof iballot iboxes irelatively iincomprehensible iand iadvanced ithe isecurity

iof ithe imaterial ias iwell ias istaffs

vi. Polling iCenter: ipreviously, ipolling icenters icould ibe iaimlessly iseen iin ithe

ihome iof isome iprominent iindividuals, iwhich iin ireturn iis ithe iroute iby

ielectoral ifraud iwas iexecuted, iin iany icase, ithere iwas ia ichange ifrom ithis

iactivity iamid ithe i2015 iGeneral iElections ias ithere iwere iharsh idevotion, ithat

ipolling iunits ishould ibe ipositioned iin ipublic iplaces

vii. The iAnnouncement iof iResults: iThe iquick icounting iand idischarging iof i2015

ielection ioutcome iat ieach ipolling icenters iadditionally icontributed ito icredibility

iand ireinforcing iof ithe iintegrity iof ithe ielections

viii. Integrity: ithe ireforms iwere igreat. iIn iany icase, ichanges ido inot iexecute iitself,

isubsequently, ithe icharacter iand istubbornness iof idrivers iof ichange ito ia ihuge

idegree idecide ithe iresult iof isuch ireform. iThe iINEC ileadership ishould ibe

isignificantly irecognized ifor ishowing iexcellent imettle, ithe iquality iof icharacter,

iintegrity, iequality, iand iimpartiality iin ithe irelease iof ihis iobligations. iThese

icharacteristics iof ithe iadministration iof iINEC iformed ithe i2015 ielections iand

iguaranteed ithe isolidity ias iwell ias idemocratic isolidification iin iNigeria.

2.4.34 The iChallenges iof iDemocratization iProcess iin iNigeria
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INEC as ithe ielectoral iumpire iin ithe icountry isuffers ia inumber iof ichallenges iin iall iits

ielectoral imanagements isince iits iestablishment iin i1998. INEC isuffers icredibility iproblems,

ibecause imost icitizens ilost iconfidence iin iits icapacity ito iorganize ifree, icredible iand

itransparent ielections. From i1999-2015, iall ielections iconducted iby iINEC ihave ibeen

icriticized ias iriddled iwith ivarious iproblems, iresulting iin iquestionable ioutcomes. iINEC

ilacks ifinancial, iinstitutional iand iadministrative iindependence, ievidenced iby iits ifunding

iand icomposition iby ithe ipresidency, ias iwellas iits ilack iof iprofessional istaff iand isecurity

iof itenure ifor iits iofficials108. INEC’s icapability ihas ibeen iseverely iquestioned iin itwo

iways.iThe ifirst irelates ito ithe iappointment iof ipeople iwithout inecessary iprofessional iand

iintellectual icompetence ito ipilot ithe iaffairs iof ithe icommission. iThe isecond irelates ito

iINEC’s icontinuous iuse iof iad ihoc istaff, iwho iare iusually ihurriedly ibriefed ifor iabout ia

iday ifor itheir iduties. These itemporary istaff ilacks irequisite iknowledge iand icompetence ito

iadminister icredible ielections iusing ilaid idown ielectoral ilaws107.

The iover-centralization iof ipower iin iINEC iresponsibility ialso icalls ifor iserious iconcern.

iINEC ilacks ithe inecessary icompetence iand iskilled istaff ito iadminister ielections iin iall ithe

istates iof ithe ifederation iincluding iPresidential iand iNational iAssembly ielections. iThe itrue

iindependence iof iINEC ito iconduct icredible iand itransparent ielections iwas iquerried108.

iThe imonopoly iof ian iincumbent iPresident iin iappointing ielectoral iofficials ihas ifurther

iraised idoubts ias ito iimpartiality iof iINEC ito iconduct ifree iand ifair ielections108. iThe

icredibility iproblems ifaced iby iINEC istrains ielectoral iapathy iand icivic iirresponsibility.

iFor iinstance, ithe ilevel iof iapathy iduring ithe i2011 igeneral ielection iwas ialarming ias ionly

i35 ipercent iof iabout i70 imillion iregistered ivoters iparticipated iin ithe ielections. In i2015,
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ithe ilevel iofiapathy istill isubsist iwith ionly i43 ipercent iof ithe iregistered ivoters

iparticipating iin ithe ielections109.

2.5 Summary of Literature Reviewed

In the study on the ielections iin iAfrica, iusing ithe i2015 ielections iin iNigeria ito ishow ithe

isignificance iand ieffect of icredible ielections ito idemocratic iconsolidation which was

iexamined in Nigeria17. The istudy iadopted ia iqualitative ianalysis idrawing idata ifrom iPhD

ifield iwork iconducted iin i2014. iIt ialso imakes iuse iof iavailable itexts ifrom iINEC

idocument, ielections iobservers’ ireports, idata ifrom iFreedom iHouse iand iPolity iscores iand

iother idocumentary ievidences ito ianalyze ithe ielection. The istudy ishowed ithat iregularities

iof ielections ihave ipotential ifor idemocratic iimprovement iand ithat ithe i2015 ielections ihave

irestored iNigeria iback ion ithe ipath iof idemocratic iconsolidation ithrough ielite iacceptance

iof ielectoral ioutcome, ielectoral iturnover, ielite ipact iand iconsensus, icoordinated iopposition

iand ieffective ielectoral imanagement.

In another study on Electoral Process and its Workability Through Adult Education Programmes

was examined in Nigeria18. The study made use of a systematic review. The study also mirrored

briefly the historical background of the Independent National Electoral Commission in Nigeria.

It also considered three adult education programmes through which the Nigerian electoral

process can become viable and finally, suggestions were made. They include: adopting A-Two

party system as against multi-party system; ensuring realistic campaign process by political

parties among others. Also, the idynamic inature iof ielection iobservation iin idemocratizing

istates iwas iexplored iin Africa100. iThe istudy iexamines ithe irelationship ibetween ithe

ipolitical iincentives iof iinternational iorganizations iand ithe iactions iof itheir ielection

iobserver imissions. iSpecifically, iit ifocuses ion ithe ipolitics ithat isurround ithe ielection
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iobservation imissions ideployed iby ithe iAfrican iUnion iand ithe iSouthern iAfrican

iDevelopment iCommunity iand icompares ithem ito itheir iWestern icounterparts, ithe

iEuropean iUnion iand ithe iCommonwealth iof iNations. The study made use of systematic

literature review. The ifindings showed ithat iAfrican iinternational iorganizations iare itaking ia

imore iprominent iplace iin ithe ipolitical iaffairs iof itheir imember istates iand iinfluencing ithe

inature iof ielection iobservation. iAs ielection iobservation icontinues ito ibe ia igrowing

iindustry ithat iincreasingly iincludes iregional iactors, ithis idissertation iexamines ithe

iimplications iof ithis ishifting ipolitical ienvironment. iThe ifindings iof ithis iwork iemphasize

ithe iimportance iof ipaying icloser iattention ito iregional iactors iin ielection iobservation.

A istudy ion ithe ieffects iof iElectoral iMalpractice ion ithe iPath ito iDemocratic iConsolidation

iwas icarried iout in Nigeria20.The study was qualitative in nature. iIt ishowed ithat iit iis inot ithe

iregularity iof ielections ithat ican istrengthen idemocratic iheritage iin iNigeria, ibut ihow

itransparent ithe icountry’s ielectoral iprocess iis.

A istudy ion ielections iand idemocratic iconsolidation iwith ireference ito ithe i2019 iGeneral

ielections iwas icarried out in Nigeria21. The istudy iadopted ithe iElite itheory iby iGaetano

iMoscoa, iVilfredo iPareto iand iRobert iMichels ias iits iframework iof ianalysis. iThe idata

iused ifor ithis istudy iwere icollected ithrough ithe isecondary isources iwhich iwere iobtained

ifrom ithe ireview iof irelated iliterature. The imajor ifindings iof ithe iresearch iare: ithat ithe

i2019 igeneral ielections iwere ito ia ilarge iextent ifraudulent ias ithey idid inot ilargely

ireflected ivoters ichoice idue ito iinflation iof ielection iresult ifigures, imultiple ivoting,

ifalsification iof ielection iresults, idelay iin icommencement iof ivoting, iresult imanipulation

iand iwholesale isubversion iof ithe iwill iof ipeople iwhich iwere ilargely iperpetrated iby ithe

iincumbents. The istudy ialso ifound iout ithat ithe i2019 igeneral ielections ihave ilower
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idemocratic iquality iand ihigher icredibility ideficit ias icompared ito i2015 igeneral ielections.

The iresearch irecommends ithat ithe iareas ithat irecorded isignificant iimprovement ishould ibe

maintained iwhile iin ithe iareas iwhere ithere iwere iof ichallenges ishould ibe ilooked iinto

iagainst ifuture ielections.

A istudy ion ithe itrends iin ielectoral iviolence iwas iconducted in Nigeria22. The istudy imade

use of ian iindepth ianalysis iof ielectoral iviolence iin iNigeria iwith iparticular ifocus ionthe

ifourth irepublic.

A istudy ion iethnicity iand ireligion: ikey iindicators iin electoral isystem iwas icarried iout in

Nigeria23. The study made use of a qualitative research design. iThe iresearch iadvocates ifor ia

imassive ire-orientation iof iboth ithe ipolitical iclass iand ithe ielectorates iin iorder ito iput

iNigeria ion ithe iright itrack ifor iall iround idevelopment.



133

Endnotes

1. R.C. Okeke. Political culture, democracy and development in Nigeria. Specialty Journal
of Politics and Law, 2017, vol.2 (4), pp 1-9.

2. L. Adeleke & E. O. Oni, Election Litigation and Democratic Governance in Nigeria,” in
Democratic Practice and Governance in Nigeria, ed. Ebenezer Ouwole Oni, Omololu
Michael Fagbadebo, and Dhikhru Adewale Yagboyaju 2020, pp 35-52

3. A.K. Mwaba. Monitoring Elections in Africa: Investigating the Role of Regional Actors.
A Dissertation Presented To The Graduate School of The University of Florida In Partial
Fulfillment of The Requirements For The Degree Of Doctor of Philosophy 2018.

4. M.T. Aluaigba. Democracy Deferred: The Effects of Electoral Malpractice on Nigeria’s
Path to Democratic Consolidation. Journal of African Elections, DOI:
10.20940/JAE/2016 2016.

5. U. Ojukwu, C.C. Mazi & V.C. Maduekwe. Elections and Democratic Consolidation: A
Study of 2019 General Elections in Nigeria. 2019, pp 53-64. 10.5281/zenodo.3227245.

6. O. Olakunle, R. Bamidele, A. Modupe, O. Oluwaseun & A. Magdalene. Trends in
Electoral Violence in Nigeria. Journal of Social Sciences and Public Policy, 2019,
vol.11(1).

7. O. F. Olowojolu. Ethnicity and Religion: Key Indicators in Nigeria’s Electoral System.
2-4 February 2015- Istanbul, Turkey Proceedings of INTCESS15- 2nd International
Conference on Education and Social Sciences. 2015.

8. K. Nyiayaana. Voting without Choosing? Ethnic Voting Behaviour and Voting Patterns
in Nigeria’s 2015 Presidential Election and Implications for Institutionalisation of Social
Conflicts. Nokoko Institue of African Studies Carleton University, Ottawa, Canada.
2019.

9. O. Lawal. Geographical Pattern and Structure of the 2011 and 2015 Nigeria Presidential
Election. African Geographical Review,2017, pp 1-21.

10. C. Yorgancioglu & D. M. Kangdim. Political Stakes and The Changing Patterns of
Elections in Nigeria: A Comparative Assessment of the 2015 and 2019 Presidential
Elections. LAÜ Sosyal Bilimler Dergisi (X-II) EUL Journal of Social Sciences Aralik,
2019.

11. P. O. Mbah, Nwangwu, C., & Ugwu, S. C. “Contentious Elections, Political Exclusion,
and Challenges of National Integration in Nigeria”, Cogent Social Sciences, 2019,
vol.5(1), pp1-21.

12. 109. U.G. Ojukwu, C.C. Mazi Mbah & V.C. Maduekwe. Elections and Democratic
Consolidation: A Study of 2019 General Elections in Nigeria. Direct Research Journal
of Social Science and Educational Studies , 2019,Vol.6 (4), pp. 53-64, ISSN 2449-
0806



134

13. C. Wright. Analysis of Walter Rodney’s 1972 Classic: How Europe Underdeveloped
Africa. https://www.researchgate.net 2020.

14. O. B. Chisom. Democracy and the Right to Freedom of Expression: A Case Study on the
Nigerian Youth Protest on Police Brutality. OJPS, 2021, vol.11, pp34-53.

15. S. Udemezue & N. Chioke. A Prognostic Analysis of Powers of the Nigerian Federal
Legislature to Summon the President of the Republic Over Matters of National
Importance. 2021

16. A. R. Uwazuruike. An Analysis of Nigeria’s Soft Non-Compliant Approach to Domestic
and Regional Court Orders and its Implication for Human Rights and the Rule of Law.
Speculum Juris, 2021 vol. 35(80). Pp 81-91.

17. S. Leeffers & P.C. Vicente. Does Electoral Observation Influence Electoral Results?
Experimental Evidence for Domestic and International Observers in Mozambique. Nova
School of Business and Economics, Universidade Nova de Lisboa, Campus de
Campolide, 2018 .

18. S. Dodsworth. Double standards: the verdicts of western election observers in sub-
Saharan Africa. Democratization, 2018 pp 1-19.

19. L. Macdonald. Supporting civil society: The political role of non-governmental
organizations in Central America. Springer. 2016.

20. Z. Luo & A. Rozenas. The Election Monitor's Curse. American Journal of Political
Science, 2018, vol.62(1), pp 148-160.

21. A. Lührmann. United Nations electoral assistance: More than a fig leaf?. International
Political Science Review,2018 pp, 1-16.

22. B.W. Yio. “Democracy and Development in Nigeria: A Reflection on the Country’s
Democratic Experience up to 2011” in National Development Studies, No. 5 2012.

23. Q. E. Iroanusi, AU, EU, Other Foreign Observers Speak on Saturday’s Election,”
International Observation Mission Press Conference 2019. .

24. International Republican Institute/National Democratic Institute (IRI/NDI), “Nigeria
International Elections Observation Mission Final Report” 2019.

25. Electoral Institute for Sustainable Democracy in Africa (EISA), “Nigeria: Election
Observation Reports and Statements” 2019.

26. W. Odunsi. “Nigeria Elections: International Observer Group Gives Damning Report,”
Daily Post 2019.

27. S. Dodsworth, E. Brantrand & J. Hitchen, “Learning from Success: The Implementation
of Elections Observation Recommendations in Sub-Saharan Africa” 2020.

28. D. Imhonopi & M.U. Ugochukwu. Leadership Crisis and Corruption in Nigerian Public
Sector: An Albatross of National Development. The African Symposium: Journal of
African Educational Research, 2018, Pg78, 1-10.



135

29. S. B. Prasad. Effective Leadership in Democracy. Open Journal of Political Science, 2017,
vol. 7, pp 345-352.

30. EU Election Observation Mission. Final report on the presidential, legislative and
provincial assembly elections 2004 in Mozambique. 2009.

31. J. L. Ethan. Administration of Social Justice through the Fundamental Principles of John
Rawls Theory of Justice. International Journal of Public Sector Management and Public
Relations, 2018 vol. 2, 118-125.

32. O. Awofeso. Observers Report and The 2019 General Elections In Nigeria: A Focus On
Electoral Violence And Lessons For Future Elections. Global Journal of Political
Science and Administration, 2020, Vol.8(4), pp.21-32

33. C. Enuke. Democracy and Good Governance in Nigeria: Retrospection of Obasanjo’s
Fourth Republic. International Journal of Democracy and Development, 2019, vol.6,
pp 26-38.

34. O. Igbuzor. “Violence in Nigeria”. Mackintosh, J.P. Nigerian Government and Politics,
London: George Allen and Unwin 2019.

35. International Republican Institute (IRI) and National Democratic Institute (NDI) Joint
Observation Mission Final Report on Nigeria’s 2019 General Elections, 2019.

36. O.M Ikeanyibe, E. Ogbonna & A. Okoye. Governance Paradigm in Public
Administration and the Dilemma of National Question in Nigeria. Cogent Social
Sciences, 2017.

37. N. Roussias & R. Ruiz-Rufino. Tying Incumbents' Hands: The Effects of Monitoring on
Electoral Outcomes. Electoral Studies, 2018, vol. 58, pp 116-127.

38. J. Asunka. Brierley, S., Golden, M., Kramon, E., &Ofosu, G. Electoral fraud or violence:
The effect of observers on party manipulation strategies. British Journal of Political
Science, 2017, pp 1-23.

39. J. Ojo. Nigerian Electoral and Credible Elections. The Punch Newspaper, Lagos, Nigeria.
https://punchng.com/nigerian-electorate-and-credible-elections/ Nov. 2018.

40. F. Makinde. INEC and the burden of under-performing political parties. The Punch
Newspapers, 2019, Available Onlinehttps://punchng.com/inec-and-the-burden-of-under-
performing-political-parties/

41. S. Onslow. Zimbabwe and Election Observation Missions. The Commonwealth Journal
of International Affairs. 2018, pp 1-4,

42. T. E. Hall. Election Administration. In E. S. Herron, R. J. Pekkanen, & M. S. Shugart
(Eds.), The Oxford Handbook of Electoral Systems. London: Oxford University Press
2017.

43. C. Jannah. 2019 elections: Why we adopted simultaneous accreditation, voting – INEC,
2019, Available Online, http://dailypost.ng/2019/02/12/2019-elections-adopted-
simultaneousaccreditation-voting-inec

https://punchng.com/nigerian-electorate-and-credible-elections/


136

44. N. Cheesman & J. Fisher. Has Colonial Rule Committed Africa to Fragile
Authoritarianism? Political Entrepreneurs Research Review, 2019, vol.10, pp 56-71.

45. J. Guardado & L. Wantchékon. Do electoral handouts affect voting behavior? Electoral
Studies, 2018 vol 53, pp139–149.

46. N. N. Kerr. Election-day experiences and evaluations of electoral integrity in
unconsolidated democracies: Evidence from Nigeria. Political Studies, 2018, vol 66(3),
pp 667–686

47. B. A. King. Waiting to vote: The effect of administrative irregularities at polling
locations and voter confidence. Policy Studies, 2019, vol.41 (2–3), pp230–248.

48. K. Pallister. Election administration and the politics of voter access. Routledge. 2017.

49. INEC. Presentation of Official Register of Voters for the 2019 General Elections by the
Hon. Chairman, Prof. Mahmood Yakubu, to Political Parties the ongoing. In, Quarterly
Consultative Meeting: Independent National Electoral Commission. Abuja 2019.

50. M. Dauda, M.Z.B. Ahmad, M.F. Keling & A. Ameen. Watchdog Journalism in Nigeria:
Democracy and Accountability. Asian People Journal (APJ), 2018, vol.1(2), pp 1-20.

51. S. Isuwa. 2019 Elections Funding Not A Problem – INEC. Leadership, 2018, Available
Online, https://leadership.ng/2018/11/16/2019-elections-funding-not-a-problem-inec/
2018.

52. N. N. Kerr. Election-day experiences and evaluations of electoral integrity in
unconsolidated democracies: Evidence from Nigeria. Political Studies, 2018, vol.66(3),
pp 667–686.

53. INEC. Presentation of Official Register of Voters for the 2019 General Elections by the
Hon. Chairman, Prof. Mahmood Yakubu, to Political Parties the ongoing. In, Quarterly
Consultative Meeting: Independent National Electoral Commission. Abuja. 2019.

54. INEC. Approved guidelines and regulations for the conduct of 2019 General Elections.
Abuja: Independent National Electoral Commission. 2019.

55. S. Oni , F. Chidozie & G. Agbude . "Electoral Politics in the Fourth Republic of
Nigeria's Democratic Governance". Rochester, NY. 2014.

56. B. Rasak & R.O. Garuba. political thuggery and women participation in politics in
nigeria. Political Science Review, vol.8(1), 2017, pp 63-76.

57. U. A. Abdulkadir & A. M. Maigari. Restructuring Nigeria: Beyond political rhetoric and
moral panic. International Journal of Humanities, Arts and Social Studies, 2018
vol.3(3), pp 33-45.

58. Election Factbook. nigeria 2019 general election: what is at stake? 2019, Available
Online, http://yourbudgit.com/wpcontent/uploads/2019/02/factbook-1.pdf

59. B. Sule, M. A. M. Sani & B. Mat. Corruption and electoral process in Nigeria: Examining
the 2015 general elections. Journal of Techno Social, 2018, vol.10(1), pp 1-16.



137

60. B. Sule. The 2019 presidential election in Nigeria: An analysis of the voting pattern,
issues and impacts. Geografia Malaysian Journal of Society and Space, 2019, vol.15(2),
pp 129-140. https://doi.org/10.17576/geo-2019-1502-10.

61. O. Aloysius-Michaels, E.N. Kelechi, E.E. Gerald, E. Chukwuemeka & C.O.Adanne.
Does liberal democracy promote economic development? interrogating electoral cost
and development trade-off in Nigeria’s fourth republic, 2018.

62. European Union Election Observer Mission. First preliminary statement Abuja, 25
February https://eeas.europa.eu/sites/eeas/files/nigeria_eu_eom_ps1_25_feb_2019_0.pdf
2019.

63. The Independent National Electoral Commission (INEC). 2019 General election results.
www.inecnigeria.org. 2019.

64. I. Mares & L.E. Young. Vote buying: Non-targeted and unmonitored. In Conditionality
& coercion: Electoral clientelism in Eastern Europe (Chapter 7). Oxford University
Press. 2019.

65. C.B. McCormack. Democracy Rebooted: The Future of Technology in Elections. The
Atlantic Council of the United States. Washington D.C. 2016.

66. G. Sandri & A. Seddone. Party Primaries in Comparative Perspective. Routledge. 2015,
p. 1. ISBN 9781472450388.

67. Y. Neggers. Enfranchising your own? Experimental evidence on polling officer identity
and electoral outcomes in India. American Economic Review, 2018, vol. 108(6), pp
1288–1321.

68. Sahara Reporters. NDI, IRI release preliminary report on Nigeria's elections. 2019,
Available Online, http://saharareporters.com/2019/03/12/ndi-iri-release-preliminary-
report-nigerias-elections.

69. C. Jannah. 2019 elections: Why we adopted simultaneous accreditation, voting – 2019,
Available Online, http://dailypost.ng/2019/02/12/2019-elections-adopted-
simultaneousaccreditation-voting-inec/

70. R. Abati. 2019 and the politics of campaign finance. Proshare intelligent investing.
www.proshareng.com/news/POLITICS/2019-And-The-Politics-Of-Campaign-
Finance/40034 2018.

71. International Republican Institute. Joint international observer delegation release
preliminary statement on Nigeria’s March 9 Elections.
https://www.iri.org/country/nigeria. (2019)

72. M. O. Adelley. Pull and Push Factors of Poverty in Nigeria, in Johnson, A. B: Poverty in
Nigeria: Issues and Implications, Abuja: Wedlez Publishers. 2020.

73. K. Y. Osetelu. Arms Struggle and Elections in Africa, Journal of African Political
Studies, 2019, vol.5 (3), pp 56 – 78.

https://doi.org/10.17576/geo-2019-1502-10
http://dailypost.ng/2019/02/12/2019-elections-adopted-simultaneousaccreditation-voting-inec/
http://dailypost.ng/2019/02/12/2019-elections-adopted-simultaneousaccreditation-voting-inec/


138

74. O. P. Medee. Poverty and Nigerian Youths: Implication for the Country Development,
Canadian Social Sciences, 2019, vol. 24 (4), pp 34 – 54.

75. C. Shelly. Resolving Issues of Multiple Votes in Africa, The Commonwealth Journal of
Local Governance, 2019.

76. A.S. Abba & M. Imam. The role of youths in electoral processes: an appraisal of the
Nigerian 2015 general elections and beyond. International Journal of Humanities and
Social Science Invention, 2016 vol.5 (5), pp 20-26.

77. N. Julius. Reform Politics and the Democratization Process in Africa. California,
Cambridge University Press 2017.

78. A. A. Adeagbo & O.O. Omodunbi. Election Gifting and the Ordeal of Democracy in
Nigeria. European Scientific Journal, 2019, vol. 15 (5) pp. 119-131

79. G.F. Eke. “The Dangers of Godfatherism in Electoral Process: The Nigerian Experience”
Journal of Social Science and Humanities Research 2016, vol.1(5) pp 58-72.

80. K. Nyiayaana. “Voting without Choosing: Ethnic Voting Behaviour and Voting Patterns
in Nigeria’s 2015 Presidential Election and Implications for Institutionalization of Social
Conflicts” Journal of Institute of African Studies, 2019, Vol 7 (1) pp 87-112.

81. M.T. Aluaigba. “Democracy Deferred: The Effect of Democracy on Nigeria Path to
Democratic Consolidation, Journal of African Election, 2016, Vol 15(2), pp 136-158.

82. R. A. Adetoro & M. O. Omiyefa. An assessment of citizens’ level of political
participation and civic competence. International Journal of Educational Policy
Research and Review, 2017, vol4(5), pp 72-80

83. C. Mgba. Electoral Management Body and the Challenges of Conducting Credible
Elections in Nigeria. American International Journal of Social Science, 2017, vol.6(3),
pp 85-96.

84. J. O. Nkwede. Political parties, citizen participation and voter behaviour in Africa: A
study of Nigeria. European Journal of Scientific Research, 2019, vol.152(1), pp 83-92.

85. A. J. Omede & I. I. Ojibara. Youth and political participation In Kwara state, Nigeria.
Afro Asian Journal of Social Sciences, 2017, vol.8 (3), pp1-39.

86. CLEEN Foundation. 2019 Election security threat assessment of Nigeria (ESTA). Abuja:
CLEEN Foundation: Justice Sector Reform. 2019.

87. B. Sule. Money,politics and party primaries in Nigeria’s preparation towards the 2019
general election: The all progressives congress (APC) and peoples democratic party
(PDP) in focus. Paper presented at the 7th Annual International Conference on Social
Injustice. Sociology and Criminal Justice Department, Virginia State University, 2019.

88. E. O. Oni. “The Politicisation of Election Litigation in Nigeria’s Fourth Republic” (Ph.D.
Diss., School of Social Sciences, University of KwaZulu-Natal, South Africa 2020.

89. A. Matanock. Electing Peace: From Civil Conflict to Political Participation. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press 2017.



139

90. I. Von-Borzyskowski & M. Wahman. Systematic measurement error in election violence
data: Causes and consequences. British Journal of Political Science. Doi:
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0007123418000509 2019.

91. K. Olasanmi. Sit-Tight Leaders Are Africa’s Problem – Abubakar. Leadership
Newspaper, Nigeria. 2018.

92. R. Ugwu. INEC Tasks Foreign Election Observers on Early Deployment. The Sun
Newspaper, Lagos, Nigeria. Available Online, https://sunnewsonline.com/2019-inec-
tasks-foreign-election-observers-on-early-deployment/View publication,

93. L.I. Edet. Election Administration and Democratization Process in Nigeria: An Appraisal
of 2007-2015 ACTA UNIVERSITATIS DANUBIUS, 2016, Vol. 8 (2).

94. N.E. Obianyo and V. Emesibe. Independent National Electoral Commission (INEC) and
the administration of 2015 elections in Nigeria: The strengths, the weaknesses and the
challenges, 2017.

95. E.O. Ojo. The Religious Factor In Nigeria’s 2019Presidential Election.
0/JAE/2020/v19i1a7 2019.

96. The Guardian Newspaper. ‘A federation nurtured by partiality’ (editorial comment),10
September, 2019.

97. National Democratic Institute (NDI). IRI/NDI Nigeria international election observation
mission final report. Available Online, https://www.ndi.org/publications/irindi-nigeria-
international-election-observation-mission-final-report, 2019

98. European Union Election Observation Mission Nigeria (EUEOM).
https://eeas.europa.eu/election-observation-missions/eom-nigeria-2019/64171/30-
recommendations-reform-electoral-process-eu-election-observation-missionnigeria_en,
2019.

99. A. Verjee, C. Kwaja, & O. Onubogu. “Nigeria’s 2019 Elections: Change, Continuity and
the Risks to Peace,” United Sates Institute of Peace 2019.

100. The Sun Nigeria. 2019 electoral violence worse than 2015 –EISA EOM.
https://www.sunnewsonline.com/2019-electoral-violenceworse-than-2015-eisa-eom,
2019.

101. K. Pallister. Election administration and the politics of voter access. Routledge. 2017.

102. Representation theory in nLab". ncatlab.org. 2019.

103. P. Etingof, O. Golberg, S. Hensel, T. Liu, A. Schwendner, D. Vaintrob & E. Yudovina.
"Introduction to representation theory, 2011.

104. D. Held. Democracy: From City States to a Cosmopolitan Order in David Held (Ed)
Prospects for Democracy: North, South, East, West, Polity Press, 1993, pp.12-52

105. R. Beunen, K. Van Assche & M. Duineveld. Evolutionary Governance Theory: theory
and applications. Springer, Heidelberg. 2015, ISBN 978-3-319-12273-1

https://sunnewsonline.com/2019-inec-tasks-foreign-election-observers-on-early-deployment/
https://sunnewsonline.com/2019-inec-tasks-foreign-election-observers-on-early-deployment/
https://www.ndi.org/publications/irindi-nigeria-international-election-observation-mission-final-report
https://www.ndi.org/publications/irindi-nigeria-international-election-observation-mission-final-report
https://www.sunnewsonline.com/2019-electoral-violenceworse-than-2015-eisa-eom


140

106. K. Van Assche, R. Beunen & M. Duineveld. Evolutionary Governance Theory: an
introduction. Springer, Heidelberg. 2014, ISBN 978-3-319-00983-4

107. J.A. Schumpeter. Capitalism, Socialism and Democracy. New York: Harper and Row
1975.

108. A. Fatai & L. Adisa. The Use of Biometric Technology in the Success of the 2015
General Elections in Nigeria. Politeia. 36. 10.25159/0256-8845/2861. 2017.

109. T. Daerego, C. Dokubo & A.V.O. Amachree. Nigerian Electoral Process And Its
Workability Through Adult Education Programmes: A Position Paper. International
Journal of Innovative Legal & Political Studies 2020, 8(2) pp31-38.



141

Chapter Three

Methodology

This chapter focuses on the research methodology which consists of the Research design,

population of study, Sample and sampling techniques, Description of research instrument,

Validity of research instrument, Reliability of research instrument, Method of Data collection,

Method of Data Analysis.

3.1 Research Design

A research design is a framework that has been created to find answers to research questions. It

is the framework of research methods and techniques chosen by a researcher. The design allows

researchers to hone in on research methods that are suitable for the subject matter and set up their

studies up for success1. A research can be in form of quantitative or qualitative but for this study,

therefore, qualitative research will be used.

This study will adopt qualitative research design. Qualitative research involves collecting and

analyzing non-numerical data (e.g., text, video, or audio) to understand concepts, opinions, or

experiences. It can be used to gather in-depth insights into a problem or generate new ideas for

research.

3.2 Population of the Study

A population is the entire group that you want to draw conclusion about. A sample is the specific

group that you will collect data from. The population of this research work are the election

monitoring and observation team used during election while the sample are the selected NGOs

and other group of Domestic observers from different organizations used during the period of

election in Nigeria.
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3.3 Sources of Data

The sources of data for this study is secondary and primary sources. Secondary data refers to

data that is collected by someone other than the primary user. Common sources of secondary

data for social science include censuses, information collected by government departments,

organizational records and data that was originally collected for other research purposes. Primary

data, by contrast, are collected by the investigator conducting the research. This study sourced

data from primary sources, that is, from those who observed in the 2015 and 2019 general

elections in Nigeria, and from secondary sources such as documentaries from historical events

and archives; text journals, library materials, internet materials, magazines, newspapers,

International and Domestic observers reports, legal documents, government official documents

and INEC documentation.

3.4 Description of the Research Instrument

The instrument used for this research work is a structured interview. A structured interview

questions was designed by the researcher and was scrutinized and corrected by the supervisor to

ensured it is in line and tally with the objectives and research questions of the research work.

3.5 Validity of the Instrument

Validity refers to the degree to which an instrument accurately measures what it intends to

measure. The documents used in this study were scrutinized, corrected and approved by the

researcher’s supervisor to ensure content validity of the instrument and it will be reviewed based

on the literature.
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3.6 Reliability of Instrument

The reliability test of the research instrument was carried out using the inter-rater reliability. In

order to find out whether the instrument used for the research is reliable, sensitive and

meaningful, the research interview questions was subjected to inter-rater reliability testing.

3.7 Method of Data Collection

The data was collected using primary and secondary sources such as documentaries from

historical events and archives; text journals, library materials, internet materials, magazines,

newspapers, International observers reports, legal documents, government official documents

and INEC documentation and interview from selected NGOs

3.8 Method of Data Analysis

In the analysis of this research work, the descriptive analysis method of research was adopted.

The data collected from both primary and secondary sources was subjected to in-depth, logical

and critical analysis so as to allow the researcher capture the issues and prospects of Election

monitoring and observation in the last two general elections in Nigeria. Hence, this research is

descriptive qualitative and historical in nature through the use of primary and secondary data

sources for Analysis.
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Chapter Four

Results and Discussion of Findings

This chapter is on Data analysis, presentation of results and discussion of findings. This study is

on election monitoring and observation in Africa: a study of Nigeria’s 2015 and 2019 general

elections.

4.1 Demographic Data Analysis

A total number of 8 people were interviewed from Four organizations. The organizations are

YIAGA Africa Abuja, YIAGA Africa Anambra state, Governometrics Foundation and Center

for Transparency Advocacy (CTA). Many of the respondents were within the age category of

35-45 years and had minimum of first degree.

4.2 Presentation of Data

4.2.1 Presentation of Research Questions

Question One:

All the 8 Respondents responded to the question and their responses are as follows:

What role did Election Observers and Monitoring team play during the 2015 and 2019

general Elections in Nigeria?

Respondent A1 has this to say:

Yes my organization did and the roles we played was to serve as election observers in the 2015

and 2019 general elections.

IDI I, Program Director, YIAGA

Respondents A2 has this to say:

Yes. I worked with Yiaga Africa, infact we are the one with the largest

election observers during 2019 elections because we had recruit over
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3,000 election observers and we have observers in the 774 local

government in Nigeria. I worked as a program officer during the 2019

election covering the northern Nigeria. My own role is to recruit them,

train them and make sure they are deployed to their assigned polling unit.

IDI II, Program Officer, YAGA AFRICA

Respondents A3 has this to say:

Yes. We acted as election observers for the 2019 gubernatorial election in

Lagos state

IDI III, Program Coordination, Governometrics Foundation

Respondent A4 has this to say:

Yes. We were basically there in 2015 and 2019 for the general and governorship election. We

were accredited by INEC as observers. What we do is to observe, we don't talk to anyone, we

take note of what was done right and wrong and we report and send to INEC.

We are in different States but head office is in Abuja.I observed in Oyo

State in 2019. In 2015, someone else was in charge but in 2019, I was in

charge. So we deployed 29 different observers to various locations.

IDI IV, Program Coordination, Center for Transparency Advocacy

(CTA)

Respondent A5 has this to say:

We are observers, we are accredited observers for the 2019 general election.

For the 2015 general election, we worked with other organization.

IDI V, Program Coordination (II), Center for Transparency Advocacy

(CTA)
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Respondent A6 has this to say:

Yes. The mission of election observers are strictly speaking, mandated to

collect verify information concerning the election process, to analyse the

observations and then, after the elections, to publish their finding. They

cannot interfere in the electoral process and have no authority to change,

improve or correct any shortcomings, or to request changes during the

election proce

IDI VI, Program Officer, CTA

Respondent A7 has this to say:

Yes. Election observers monitor the entire electoral process. Election

experts and long-term observers begin their work weeks before the actual

election day, looking at candidate registration, the legal framework, the

media situation, the work of the election administration, and the campaign

environment. On election day, short-term observers monitor the opening

of polling stations, the vote cast, and the counting and tabulation of results.

After election day, observers remain in the country for another few weeks

to monitor how possible election-related shortcomings and complaints are

dealt with by the election administration and the judiciary. The findings of

the observers are made public in reports issued after election day.

IDI VII, Field Officer, CTA

Respondent A8 has this to say:

Yes. I played the role of field officer.

IDI, VIII, field officer, YIAGA Africa
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Question Two:

What were the Challenges Election Observers and Monitoring Team encountered during

the 2015 and 2019 general Elections in Nigeria?

All the 8 respondents answered this question.

Respondent A1 has this to say:

Every election provides its own political dynamics. The problem of each

election differs from each other. Part of the challenges observers

encounter is the issue of process of accreditation. An observer is required

to be accredited by electoral commission to observe the process. To

observe, you need to apply, when the commission grants the status of

observer, you need to submit your passport photograph and information of

all the observers and that could be quite cumbersome because you need to

scan every passport photograph of all the observers and submit to the

electoral commission because they will use it to provide ids for all the

election observers. That is quite cumbersome because we have groups like

Yale Africa deploy more than 4,000 observers for 2019 election.

Some of the observers were attacked by political thugs. One of our

colleagues in Rivers state was attacked and her cartridge was seized. We

had reports of some of the observers that were kidnapped and released

after the election. Security threat is one of the major challenges.
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IDI I, Program Director, YIAGA

Respondent 2 has this to say:

Election observation is not enshrined in the Nigerian constitution, you

have to write, it falls under the International Human Right that means you

have to apply to the electoral body in the country as an organization. Part

of the problem were reaching out to the electoral bodies, logistics and

sometimes some of our observers were subjected to security issues and

were not allowed to carry out their duties.

IDI II, Program Officer, YAGA AFRICA

Respondent 3 has this to say:

There was voter’s apathy in the local government I was deployed to.

There was also logistic problems. On the day of election, many of the ad-

hoc employees did not know the exact location to go and there were no

provisions for them, no tables no benches. It was the members of the

communities particularly the party agents that rally round to make the

provisions.

There was no efficient and effective dissemination of information election observers. We

actually missed the first meeting for election observers because of lapses in communication as

that meeting was not communicated to us. The general election of 2015 witness large voters

turnout and card readers were introduced which was an improvement on previous electoral

process. The introduction of the card reader was the gateway to invite more and better
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technology into the electoral process. In 2019, there were lot of intimidations. For example in

some places in Lagos, some voters were beaten and molested.

IDI III, Program Coordination, Governometrics Foundation

Respondent A4 has this to say:

Smart card reader was introduced in 2015 but it was not used as it was in

2019. It was basically the salient challenge that was complained in

various locations. Even in 2019, after it was upgraded, it still had

challenges. In 2015, we had the problem of Police not cooperative. In

2019, there was a problem of vote buying as parties were no longer afraid

and were doing without fear. When Edo State had their election, we had to

travel but the problem was that our travelling fare were taken care by our

organization. People had respect for us, because whatever we write was

valid.

IDI IV, Program Coordination, Center for Transparency Advocacy

(CTA)

Respondent A5has this to say:

I think the challenges are the same with every other election. The election

was postponed after we had mobilized our team and spending money

and we had to re-arrange and re-organize our logistics. Also, the issue of

insecurity did not allow our team to visit some areas that had security

challenges.
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There were issues with card readers and some of the adhoc staff did not

know and understand how to operate the machines, some of them don't

understand the electoral processes. There was a lot of improvement in

2019 compared to 2015 based voter’s registers. I was in Delta State in

2015 and in FCT in 2019. There was issue of vote buying, where people

were given a sachet of pure water and 3 pieces of biscuits.

There was a lot of collision between political party agents and security

agents, some of them were bribed and they didn't do their job.

IDI V, Program Coordination (II), Center for Transparency

Advocacy (CTA)

Respondent A6 has this to say:

Some of the election observers were prevented from participating and

observing the election. Security officers barred some of the election

observers from playing their role in the coverage and monitoring of

elections.

IDI VI, Program Officer, CTA

Respondent A7 has this to say:

One of the major challenges we encountered during the 2015 and 2019

election was insecurity of election observers across some states in Nigeria.

Some of our members were harassed on the field by political thugs, they

were threatened and not allowed to be involved in the process.

IDI VII, Field Officer, CTA
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Respondent A8 has this to say:

There was problem of logistics due to postponement of the 2019 general

election. This resulted into a big challenge for our organization as most of

our team were already on the field before the postponement of the election

was announced and we have to cut short our budget and re-strategized

which was not easy. Also, on the field there were card reader problem as

some of the card readers were not working which slowing down the

accreditation process of voters.

IDI, VIII, field officer, YAGA Africa

Question Three:

How were you able to overcome the challenges?

All the 8 respondents responded to this question

Respondent A1 has this to say:

We do a lot of advocacies, media engagement, we create awareness to the

general public as well as we register our presence with INEC. Through

advocacy and media engagement, that's how we were able to overcome

the challenges.

IDI I, Program Director, YIAGA

Respondent A3 has this to say

We overcame through advocacy and media investment; create awareness to the general public

as well as register our presence to the police, DSS, and other security forces.
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IDI III, Program Coordination, Governometrics Foundation

Respondent A4 has this to say:

In 2015, some of the observers didn't have their tags and they could be

harassed by security agents but when you have your tag, you will be given

access. Also, they believe that people could fake tags, so they asked for id

cards and once your id card showed your identity, they would let you pass.

IDI IV, Program Coordination, Center for Transparency Advocacy

(CTA)

Respondent A5 has this to say:

When the election was postponed, we had to go back to our organization

and scale down the number of people that need to be mobilzed and we

asked some of the team members to stay back in the field. Some of the

challenges were external, we didn't have power to change anything, we

only reported and advocated.

IDI V, Program Coordination (II), Center for Transparency

Advocacy (CTA)

Respondent A6 has this to say:

Of course there’s no election that will not come with its challenges either in the area of logistics

on the part of the observers of chaos arising during the election. So basically, what we do as

observers is to go about with security operatives so as to safeguard data which we have already

gathered.

IDI VI, Program Officer, CTA
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Respondent A7 has this to say:

What we usually do is to train our observers before posting them to their various polling units

and ensure that they are well trained and secured before posting them.

IDI VII, Field Officer, CTA

Respondent A8 has this to say:

We had to re-strategize and cut short our budget. Also, the number of

people initially scheduled for the election was reduced as a result of the

new budget. For the smart card reader problem, we didn’t have power to

change anything but INEC adhoc staff were able to resolve it though the

process was slow.

IDI, VIII, field officer, YAGA Africa

Question Four: Did the presence of election observers and monitoring groups give

credibility to the general election in Nigeria?

Respondent A1 has this to say:

I think it did but the question is, to what extent? But at the end, we are the

independent actors, we are not the institution that has the power to make decision,

what we do is observe and share our report. The presence of observers reduces

the rate of manipulation. In some communities, when they see observers, they are

more likely to act according to the guidelines because they do not know who is

reporting to who? The other point is the role we play at the advocate for electoral
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integrity because most of our reports are usually during the recommendation

section.The other part is providing information to people to understand what

happens across the board.

There is improvement on the part of electoral commission compared to 2011. In

terms of technology, there had been improvement. Even though, INEC try to

improve the process but the politicians are always looking for new ways to

manipulate the process.

IDI I, Program Director, YIAGA

Respondents A2 has this to say:

The presence of observers in a polling unit alone will make INEC and other

relevant bodies to do the right thing. Our own is to verify their results, as they are

announcing the results, our observers are getting their results and sending to us

direct. When INEC is announcing their results, we too we have our result and

compare and if the results are different, then we know there is malpractices along

the line.

IDI II, Program Officer, YAGA AFRICA

Respondent A3 has this to say:

Yes. Elections observers are independent and state things the way they are. A lot of

times, we have video evidences. The fact that party agents know that there are observers around

make them to be careful about what they do.

We had our tags on which clearly indicated us as election observers. As a result

of electoral education, community members including party agents actually know
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that election observers know that election observers are not meant to be partisan.

So, community members and party agents were a check on election observers.

IDI III, Program Coordination, Governometrics Foundation

Respondent A4 has this to say:

Yes. When we send in our report, both local and international observers send

their report, if both are saying the same thing, there would be a problem. Once

INEC get the results, they would declare the results and the people would go to

court.

People feared the presence of election observers. You hear them saying an

observer is coming. We don't say a word, all we do is to write.

In the Anambra election, Bi-modal Voters Accreditation System (BIVAS) was used,

there was no more smart card reader, it was just BIVAS. Once you vote, it is

transmitted immediately with the aid of BIVAS. This a new technology that was

first used in Isoko as a pilot study and then used in Anambra election.

IDI IV, Program Coordination, Center for Transparency Advocacy (CTA)

Respondent A5 has this to say:

There are 2 categories, the monitors are satff of INEC, the observers are the

organizations that have been accredited by INEC. Observers can only note what

is happening and report but monitors are the ones that make interventions. Once

you come into a polling unit and you are identified as an observer, people begin

to behave themselves and say among themselves that an observer is here. The

presence of observer and monitors helped to curtail certain issues.

IDI V, Program Coordination (II), Center for Transparency Advocacy (CTA)
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Respondent A6 has this to say:

Yes. I think to some extent it does and one of the ways it gives credibility is that once their’s the

presence of observers in a polling unit, both party agents, INEC officials and voters tend to

comport themselves and do away with any form of rigging at that particular point in time.

IDI VI, Program Officer, CTA

Respondent A7 has this to say:

Yes it does. The electorates are getting used to the fact that not everyone can be bribed, so when

then sense the presence of an observer especially when we go with security agents we see that

things are usually done how it ought to be.

IDI VII, Field Officer, CTA

Respondent A8 has this to say:

Yes. Party agents, electoral officers and voters are becoming aware of the presence

of observers. When they discovered we were observers, many of them had to

quickly stop some of the irregularities they were doing and quickly inform others

that observers are present.

IDI, VIII, field officer, YAGA Africa

Question Five: How were the monitoring and observers group monitored to ensure that

they did not engage in any form of partisanship or impartiality?

Respondent A1 has this to say:
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For all observers deployed, we have specific system in place to check their

excesses. Part of the rules is that they are not partisan but neutral and have not

been involved in partisan politics in the past. All the observers send in their

reports from the field into our database and we do logical checks. Some questions

are introduced to check the credibility of the reports, the observers may not know

about it but only the managers and technical teams. We have instances when we

didn't trust the reports sent in by our observers in the field. Once they send their

reports, the reports are flagged and quarantined.We also deploy two observers to

each polling unit. Once their reports are different, we immediately call them back.

Lastly we have mobile observers, we have mobile observers who move on election

day across the local government areas to ensure that the observers are present at

the polling units and sending in their reports. Mobile observers are usually

supervisors or higher personnel within the projects.You can identify a fake

observer if their tag is different from the tags of other observers because electoral

commission gives us accredited tags. Also, if the conducts are strange and not in

line with global standards.

IDI I, Program Director, YIAGA

Respondent A2 has this to say:

Like for us in YAGA Africa, we give our observers team an oath, when we finish

screening our members, they will sign the oath. Then we make sure that our

observers had never engage in any political party, we make sure that we get

information from the community and various polling units.
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We have what we call Critical Incidence. It is a situation whereby certain agents

are collecting money for bribes etc, so what you do is that you fill it and send us

through our database.So what we quickly do is that we alert INEC and report the

issue about the particular polling unit then we leave INEC to act.

IDI II, Program Officer, YAGA AFRICA

Respondent A3 has this to say:

Before anyone can be an observer he or she must go through training and scrutinization by

INEC. What we do also as an organization before submitting names to INEC is to ensure we also

train them and then we have observers in our situation who oversees any activities in every

polling units to ensure they do not go below the rules and regulation.

IDI III, Program Coordination, Governometrics Foundation

Respondent A4 has this to say:

In our organization, before people are engaged, we have our rules. You cannot

engaged in partisanship. I moved around with rover to various local governments

where our teams are stationed. Our team are stationed at the voting points but I

moved around from one local government to other local governments. In Ibadan,

we had like 5 Rovers, I took like 6 local governments while others took like 5

local governments. As long as a team is stationed there, it's my job to ensure that

we go round to check and report what's going on.

IDI IV, Program Coordination, Center for Transparency Advocacy (CTA)

Respondent A5 has this to say:
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We had other observers on the field monitoring the conduct of other observers. It

is like a care support system. For the monitors, they can send in plain clothe

officials to observe what observers and monitors are doing and do check and

balances.

IDI V, Program Coordination (II), Center for Transparency Advocacy

(CTA)

Respondent A6 has this to say:

We ensure that we have more than enough observers in a particular polling unit who then

reports to the overall. If there is any discrepancies in the report with a very wide margin then we

might declare such report Null and Void.

IDI VI, Program Officer, CTA

Respondent A7 has this to say:

There are codes and numbers which we use in identifying our observer team. If we come to a

polling unit and you have a different tag from what we issued out then we might see you as a fake

observer and report you to the necessary authority.

IDI VII, Field Officer, CTA

Respondent A8 has this to say:

Yes, we had someone like a supervisor monitoring all the observers on field.

When he got our polling unit, he asked us some questions which we answered and

he reported back to our organization.

IDI, VIII, field officer, YAGA Africa

Question Six:



161

What will you suggest to the government to ensure that electroral processes are carried out

to meet the objectives of promoting transparency, accountability, credibility towards

peaceful outcomes?

Respondent A1 has this to say:

The first part is for more observer groups to develop a comprehensive approach

to election observation, meaning observing the pre-election stage and the second

is to standardize processes to ensure that in every election, there is tendency for

people to accept and receive reports when it is objective and data driven. To

ensure there is improvement on observation methodology, deploying systematic

observation of the process. It is also important to determine the type of report

shared. If we are focusing only on the negative and not reporting the positive, it

portrays that the system is not improving and this might affect the participation

level of the electorates. This can create lack of trust in the process and this will

create opportunity for political parties to manipulate the election because once

there is low turn out, it will serve as an opportunity to manipulate the process.

Also, there is need to engage the electorates especially the young people and

women with adequate information

IDI I, Program Director, YIAGA

Respondent A2 has this to say:

Government need to be honest. They must ensure that the dividend of democracy

reach every body. If polling units and ballot boxes can get across to people even

in remote areas why not dividend of democracy reaching out to every body. If
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citizens don't enjoy the dividends of election, it will be difficult for them to trust

the process and may not fully participate.

IDI II, Program Officer, YAGA AFRICA

Respondent A3 has this to say:

It is just a case of making election as transparent as possible. A lot of people do

not trust the electoral process but with the introduction of new electoral bill that

had been recently passed by the National Assembly, we believe it will actually

improve the transparency and legitimacy of electoral process in Nigeria. There

has to be introduction of technology that limits human intervention and I believe

that the new law introduced by the national assembly will limit human

intervention to some extents giving the fact that electoral results can now be

transmitted electronically and of course the introduction of electronic voting.

IDI III, Program Coordination, Governometrics Foundation

Respondent A4 has this to say:

Most of the adhoc staffs are not well trained on using some of this electoral

gadgets. Voter’s card should be given on time and they should make it possible

for people with voters card to be transferred from one location to another. The

media should be careful in their reporting and their report should be check mate.

IDI IV, Program Coordination, Center for Transparency Advocacy (CTA)

Respondent A5 has this to say:

To have the right laws, to have the pro-active members in the National Assembly and

executives and the laws address the major issues. For example, we used the law used in

2015 to conduct the 2019 elections.There is need for a framework that will factored in the
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law that elections need to be transparent. INEC should have the power to disqualify any

candidate that goes against the law and electoral act, not that person going to court

again.

IDI V, Program Coordination (II), Center for Transparency Advocacy (CTA)

Respondent A6 has this to say:

There are a lot of things not being done by INEC and some political parties. I think the

electorates should be given enough power to understand the significance of their votes and

voters cards. If the electorates understand that their votes count, then the governmentwould be

held accountable.

Respondent A7 has this to say:

Well, I think one of the ways the government can ensure transparency is to ensure that there are

no interference with the collation of results especially by political agents. The government can

also enlist the supports of civil organizations to ensure civic and participatory electoral

processes.

IDI VII, Field Officer, CTA

Respondent A8 has this to say:

For subsequent elections, the electoral body should ensure that adhoc staff are well

trained and given adequate knowledge of election gadgets and devices such as smart

cards, voters registration sheets etc.

IDI, VIII, field officer, YAGA Africa

4.3 Discussion of Findings

This study is on election monitoring and observation in Africa: A study of Nigeria’s 2015 and

2019 general elections. The study made use of interview guide as a research instrument and a
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total number of 8 people were interviewed from four different organizations. The demographic

characteristics of the interviewee showed that majority of the respondents were within the age

category of 35-45 years and had minimum of first degree.

In answering the question on the roles of election observers, some of the roles the interviewees

claimed are to serve as the eyes of the people, to provide that independent oversight of the

electoral process by observing the process to document and what happened in the electoral

process and share their findings with citizens and stakeholders. Also, they give information to the

people on how elections are run and the other very important role is to serve as a mechanism to

safeguard the right of the people to choose their leaders because election is a fundamental human

right process. In addition, they detect fraud in the process, they give information on places where

there were violence, manipulation of the process, where there were non-appearance. They also

assess the conduct of an election process on the basis of national legislation and of international

election standards. This finding agrees with a study that reported the international or foreign

observers monitor and make comment on the process of transferring power from one

administration to another 1. This category are deployed and mostly sponsored by the international

organization (i.e. the intergovernmental organizations).

Findings of the study also revealed that some of the challenges observers encounter was the issue

of process of accreditation as it was stressful and cumbersome. Also, another interviewee noted

that one of the major challenges they encountered during the 2015 and 2019 election was

insecurity of election observers across some states in Nigeria as some of the election observers

were harassed and threatened by political thugs. In addition, one of the interviewee noted that

security officers barred some of the election observers from playing their role in the coverage

and monitoring of elections. Similarly, one of the observers noted that they had shortage of
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sophisticated gadgets and equipments required for monitoring election in this present age This is

in line with a study which reported that the main problem is that since its inception during the

1980 independence elections in Zimbabwe to date, international election observation has not yet

adapted to high-tech methodologies 2. International election observers have not yet developed

tools, instruments and methodologies for monitoring information and communications

technologies, including social media and their impact on electoral integrity. For instance,

observers were oblivious of the heavy involvement of Cambridge Analytical in both Nigeria and

Kenya’s 2015 and 2017 elections respectively.

Furthermore, findings showed that the presence of election observers influence the credibility of

the 2015 and 2019 general elections. One of the interviewee noted that the presence of observers

reduces the rate of manipulation. In some communities, when they see observers, they are more

likely to act according to the guidelines.

Based on the question on how election observers promote transparency, the interviewees noted

that there was need to develop a comprehensive approach to election observation, meaning

observing the pre-election stage and the second is to standardize processes to ensure that in every

election. It is also important to determine the type of report shared. If we are focusing only on the

negative and not reporting the positive, it portrays that the system is not improving and this

might affect the participation level of the electorates.

The major goal of democratic government is the provision of maximum participation through

responsive and responsible government in its liberal tradition of periodic election, active

involvement of civil society in decision making, development of competitive political parties and

the flourishing of the rule of law. However, in the Nigerian context issues of participation have

not been given appropriate concern.
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Based on 2019 general elections, the African Union said the elections were “largely peaceful and

conducive for the conducting of credible elections”. The electoral commission also described the

elections as mostly peaceful. However, the 2019 election fell short of expectations. Informed

commentators rightly identified the process smashing records. Standards dropped! We had to

deal with having too many political parties on our ballot. Another thing that singled out the 2019

general election was the high number of cancelled votes due to violence, over-voting and non-

adherence to the use of Smart Card Readers. The cancelled votes which are in millions brought

about, five inconclusive governorship elections in Kano, Sokoto, Plateau, Adamawa and Benue

State. INEC initially enlisted Bauchi among the states before reversing itself after a review of the

investigative panel it set up on the governorship election. There were also seven inconclusive

governorship elections, 24 inconclusive House of Representatives election and three

inconclusive Area Council chairmanship polls in the FCT. Supplementary elections in the

Polling Units where elections were cancelled in the affected states were to hold on Saturday,

March 23, 2019.
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Chapter Five

Conclusion

5.1 Summary of Findings

In this study, an interview guide was used and random sampling technique was employed to

select eight respondents using an interview guide as instrument. A total number of 8 people from

4 organizations were interviewed. From the findings of the demographic characteristics of the

interviewees, majority of the respondents were within the age category of 35-45 years and had

minimum of first degree.

The result of the findings showed that some of the roles the interviewees claimed are to serve as

the eyes of the people, to provide as independent oversight of the electoral process by observing

the process to document and what happened in the electoral process and share their findings with

citizens and stakeholders. Also, they give information to the people on how elections are run and
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the other very important role is to serve as a mechanism to safeguard the right of the people to

choose their leaders because election is a fundamental human right process. In addition, they

detect fraud in the process, they give information on places where there were violence,

manipulation of the process, where there were non-appearance. They also assess the conduct of

an election process on the basis of national legislation and of international election standards.

In addition, some of the challenges observers encounter was the issue of process of accreditation

as it was stressful and cumbersome, insecurity of election observers across some states in Nigeria

as some of the election observers were harassed and threatened by political thugs, security

officers barred some of the election observers from playing their role in the coverage and

monitoring of elections and there was shortage of sophisticated gadgets and equipments required

for monitoring election in this present age. Also, findings showed that the presence of election

observers influence the credibility of the 2015 and 2019 general elections as one of the

interviewee noted that the presence of observers reduces the rate of manipulation. In some

communities, when they see observers, they are more likely to act according to the guidelines.

Based on the question on how election observers promote transparency, the interviewees noted

that there was need to develop a comprehensive approach to election observation, meaning

observing the pre-election stage and the second is to standardize processes to ensure that in every

election. It is equally important to determine the type of report shared. Also, it is good not to be

focusing only on the negative and not reporting the positive, it portrays that the system is not

improving and this might affect the participation level of the electorates.

5.2 Conclusion

The result of this study showed that some of the roles of election observers include providing

independent oversight of the electoral process by observing the process to document and what
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happened in the electoral process and sharing their findings with citizens and stakeholders,

giving information to the people on how elections are run, they serve as a mechanism to

safeguard the right of the people to choose their leaders because election is a fundamental human

right process, they detect fraud in the process, they give information on places where there were

violence, manipulation of the process and where there were non-appearance. They also assess the

conduct of an election process on the basis of national legislation and of international election

standards. Also, the challenge of insecurity of election observers is one of the major problems

encountered during elections. Snatching of ballot boxes and destruction of electoral materials are

well known atrocities committed during past elections in Nigeria. However, the dimension they

assumed during the 2015 and 2019 general elections was so alarming. The social media were

littered with videos of unimaginable act of hooliganism and vandalism perpetrated by well

known political thugs, while the security agents meant to protect the voters and ballot boxes

watched in disbelief, especially in Lagos and many other states. The role played by soldiers and

armed gangs in Rivers State collation centers during the 2019 general elections were equally

amazing to many political observers.

With the continued importance placed on successful elections, as one of several keys to

encouraging the democratic process in countries where it is not as established, support to

elections is often prioritized as central to development efforts. Increasingly, this support is

provided through international election monitoring 1. With this rise in the demand for election

observers, the type of actors involved in observation efforts are changing. With increased calls

for improved election monitoring procedures, given that “the protection of electoral democracy

today and tomorrow requires tools that cannot simply be borrowed from yesterday” 2. Moving

forward, election observation, due to the nature of elections, will continue to be a source of
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political contention. As stated by several political stakeholders, as long as elections continue to

be manipulated by governments, there will always be need for election observers.

5.3 Recommendations

The recommendations for this study are as follows:

i. Government should put in place adequate security for members of election observers

during election.

ii. Government and electoral commission are to put in place better ways of screening

election observers so as to avoid unnecessary stress and ensure prompt screening of

election observer teams.

iii. Also, government and various political parties should endeavor not to interfere on the

activities of election observers and ensure they perform their duties independently

without any undue pressure and threats.

iv. Electoral commission should improve on ways in identifying fake election observers

so as to ensure that the process of election monitoring is carried out by qualified and

professional organizations in the field.

v. The national assembly needs to fortify the electoral commission by approving

enabling bills that will make the organization truly independent and remove it from

the control of the presidency.

vi. To ensure credibility of national election in Nigeria, the Independent National

Electoral Commission (INEC) needs to work with International Monitoring team and

Implement their advices on genuine election in Nigeria.

vii. There is need to employ more staff to cope with the General conduct of Election. The

Electoral Commission should organize training for them at least six weeks before the
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election date. This would enhance their competence and performance during the

election.

5.4 Contribution to Knowledge.

Significant contributions have been made by academic researchers in the various literature

examined in this study. In addition to this, this study provides an iinformed iand idetailed

ianalysis ion how domestic election iobservers ican ihelp iensure ielection iintegrity.iElection

imonitoring iteam iand iobservers are informed ion ithe ineed ito ibe itransparent iand iensure

ithat ielection iis iproperly imonitored iwithout iany iform iof ibias.

Policy makers will understand that there areineeds toiformulate policies that will enable

itransparencyiand the ineed ito conduct free and ifair ielections iin iNigeria.

This istudyiwill enable igovernment ito iunderstand ithe ineed inot ito iinterfere iwith ielectoral

ibodies, ithe ineed ito iunderstand ithat isuch ibodies iare iindependent iand igovernment ishould

iallow ithem ito icarry iout iheir iduties iwithout iany iinterference. Also, iit iwill iinform ithe

igovernment ion ithe ineed ito icreate ian ienabling ienvironment ifor ifree iand ifair ielections.

5.5 Suggested Areas for Further Study

Future research studies will go a long way in finding durable solutions to political crisis

associated with Election and democratic consolidation in African states and Nigeria in particular.

It will ensure credible election and promote national development.in the Nigerian context. Also,

the areas that require astute attention of political scientists in future are:

i. Technology as an instrument in election observation: pros and cons for a credible

Election in Nigeria

ii. The Electoral reform Acts to strengthen the independence of National Electoral

Commission in Nigeria, and conduct of fraud free elections.
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iii. Role of Technology in election Administration in Africa: Implications for election

observation group.

Interview Guide
Department of Politics And International Relations,

Faculty of Management And Social Sciences,
Lead City University, Ibadan, Nigeria

Interview on Election Observation in Nigeria’s 2015 and 2019 General Elections

Dear Respondents,

The research is a Masters research of Lead City University, Ibadan carrying out a

research topic on the “Election Observation In Nigeria’s 2015 And 2019 General Elections”.

The study is designed purely for academic purpose. Every information will be kept confidential

Thanks.

Interview Questions

1. Did your organization participate in the 2015 and 2019 general election and if they did,
what role did you play?

2. What problem and challenges did you come across during the election?
3. How were you able to overcome such problems?
4. Did the presence of election observers and monitoring groups give credibility to the

general election in Nigeria?
5. How were the monitoring and observation groups monitored to ensure they did not

engage in any form of partisanships and in partiality during the election?
6. How do the observers relate with party observers? What do observers do when they

notice malpractices?
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7. What will you suggest to the government to ensure that electoral processes are carried out
to meet the objectives of promoting transparency, accountability, credibility towards
peaceful outcomes?

8. Do you foresee the use of technology towards the observation of elections rather than
humans who are prone to corrupt practices?

9. In 2015 and 2019 general elections, which one was more credible?

Audio Transcription I

Cynthia Mbamalu

Did your organization participate in the 2015 and 2019 general election and if they did, what role
did you play?

Response. I work with Yiaga Africa, infact we are the one with the largest election observers
during 2019 elections because we had over 3,000 election observers. I worked as a program
officer during the 2019 election. My own role is to recruit them, train them and make sure they
are deployed to their assigned polling unit.

What problem and challenges did you come across during the election?

Response: Election observation is not inshrined in the Nigerian constitution, you have to write, it
falls under the International Human Right that means you have to apply to the electoral body in
the country as an organization. Part of the problem were reaching out to the electoral bodies,
logistics and sometimes some of our observers were subjected to security issues and were not
allowed to carry out their duties.

How were you able to overcome such problems?

Response: We do a lot of advocacies, media enagement, we create awareness to the general
public as well as we register our presence with INEC. Through advocacy and media engagement,
that's how we were able to overcome the challenges.

Did the presence of election observers and monitoring groups give credibility to the general
election in Nigeria?

Response: No

How please?

Response: The presence of observers in a polling unit alone will make INEC and other relevant
bodies to do the right thing. Our own is to verifiy their results, as they are announcing the results,
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our observers are getting their results and sending to us direct. When INEC is announcing their
results, we too we have our result and compare and if the results are different, then we know
there is malpractices along the line.

Is there a specified number of observers that need to be assigned to polling unit? Also, there are
some polling units especially in rural areas like river rine areas, how do you think that election
observers will be able to visit remote areas, won't INEC officials just collate or falsify figures
and send to INEC without any observer on ground?

Response: No

I told you our own is random complain. In 2019, we had this challenges in Rivers State, Bayelsa
while in the North Central, we had issue of climbing bamboo trees.

Are you saying the result of observers must be the same with INEC?

Response: It must not be the same, we don't have right to announce the result. We allow INEC to
announce the result and if their result is the same with ours, we know INEC has done a credible
job but if it is different, we know there is malpractices and we inform the appropriate body about
the malpractices.

How were the monitoring and observers group monitored to ensure that they did not engage in
any form of partisanship or inpartiality?

Response: Like for us in YIAGA Africa, we give our observers team an oath, when we finish
screening our members, they will sign the oath. Then we make sure that our observers had never
engage in any political party, we make sure that we get information from the community and
various polling units.

How do the observers relate with party observers? What do observers do when they notice
malpractices?

Response: We have what we call Critical Incidence. It is a situation whereby certain agents are
collecting money for bribes etc, so what you do is that you fill it and send us through our
database.So what we quickly do is that we alert INEC and report the issue about the particular
polling unit then we leave INEC to act.

What will you suggest to the government to ensure that electoral processes are carried out to
meet the objectives of promoting transparency, accountability, credibility towards peaceful
outcomes?

Response: Government need to be honest. They must ensure that the dividend of democracy
reach every body. If polling units and ballot boxes can get across to people even in remote areas
why not dividend of democracy reaching out to every body. If citizens don't enjoy the dividends
of election, it will be difficult for them to trust the process and may not fully participate.

Do you foresee the use of technology towards the observation of elections rather than humans
who are prone to corrupt practices?
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Response: Things are changing because in 2007 what we are used is different from now, right
now we are using card readers which were not used before. In 2015 we used card reader, now we
are using uber, so everything is possible in the nearest future where we can have human and
robots monitoring elections.

In 2015 and 2019 general elections, which one was more credible?

Response: 2015

Why?

Response: Because this was the first time card reader was introduced and was successful.

Audio Transcription II

Did your organization participated in the 2015 and 2019 general election and what role did your
organization played?

Response: No.

The last local government election, what role did your organization played and what's the name
of your organization.

Response: Governometrics Foundation. We acted as election observers for the 2021 local
government elections in Lagos State.

What were the challenges did you encounter?

Response: There was not sufficient enlightment of Lagosians by Lagos Independent Election
Commission. Many people did not know that local government election was going to take place
on that Saturday, it was when there were restriction of movements that people started to know
that election was on. There was also logistic problems. On the day of election, many of the
adhoc employees did not know the exact location to go and there were no provisions for them, no
tables no benches. It was the members of the communities particularly the party agents that rally
round to make the provisions.

How were you able to overcome the challenges?

Response: There was no efficient and effective dissemination of information to election
observers. We actually missed the first meeting for electoral observers because of lapses in
communication as that meeting was not communicated to us. There was not much of
mobilization for us in the sense that we were given information on pooling units.

LASEC reduced the number of voting points as stipulated by INEC because of cost on their own
part. So, not every voting point on the INEC list was a voting point during the local government
election and the information was not properly communicated to election observers and this
caused problem for election observers as some of them went to wrong places. So, they had to
move about from one voting point to another to figure out the actual voting points that were used.
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Did the presence of election observers give credibility to the elections in Nigeria and how?

Response: Yes

Elections observers are independent and state things the way they are. A lot of times, we have
video evidences. The fact that party agents know that there are observers around make them to
be careful about what they do.

How were the monitoring and observation groups monitored to ensure they did not engage in any
form of partisanships and in partiality during the election?

Response: We had our tags on which clearly indicated us as election observers. As a result of
electoral education, community members including party agents actually know that election
observers know that election observers are not meant to be partisan. So, community members
and party agents were a check on election observers.

What will you suggest to the government to ensure electoral processes are carried out to meet the
objectives of promoting transparency, accountability and credibility towards peaceful election
outcomes?

Response: It is just a case of making election as transparent as possible. A lot of people do not
trust the electoral process but with the introduction of new electoral bill that had been recently
passed by the National Assembly, we blelieve it will actually improve the transparency and
legitimacy of electoral process in Nigeria. There has to be introduction of technology that limits
human intervention and I believe that the new law introduced by the national assembly will limit
human intervention to some extents giving the fact that electoral results can now be transmitted
electronically and of course the introduction of electronic voting.

In the nearest future, do you foresee the use of technology towards election observation rather
than humans?

Response: Yes, you never can rule out the use of technology in observation of elections and there
has always been improvement. In developed nations, it is still humans that observe elections,
even in an election, there are also co-observers. Those using technology space can tell how
technology can be infused into election observation. Human beings are sent to observe elections.

Do you think technology can be better than human?

Response: Technology can complement the human element. There are several observers
observing and monitoring election, while my observation team leaves the voting point, some
other observer team from a different organization can also visit the voting point and each
observer are meant to write their report, so that itself can actually curtail any corrupt tendencies.

During the course of elections, INEC usually invite both domestic and international observers.
Why are we still using international observers, can't we observe our community better than they
are, some of them don't even know the terrain of the communities. So do you think it is not
necessary to invite foreign observers, it is a waste of resources?
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Response: Even in American elections, the EU observers were there to observe their elections.
Election observation is a global phenomenon. It is a means of ensuring the legitimacy of the
process. A lot of time, local observers partner with foreign observers and they do the work
together.

Which of the 2015 and 2019 was more credible?

Response: 2015 witness large voters turnout and card readers were introduced which was an
improvement on previous electoral process. The introduction of the card reader was the gateway
to invite more and better technology into the electoral process. In 2019, there were lot of
intimidations. For example in some places in Lagos, some voters were beaten and molested.

Audio Transcription III

Did your organization participated in the 2015 and 2019 general election and what role did your
organization played?

Response: We were basically there in 2015 and 2019 for the general and governorship election.
We were accredited by INEC. What we do is to observe, we don't talk to anyone, we take note of
what was done right and wrong and we report and send to INEC.

What is the name of the Organization and where are you based?

Response: Center for Transparency Advocacy (CTA). We are in different States but head office
is in Abuja. I observed in Oyo State in 2019. In 2015, someone else was in charge but in 2019, I
was in charge. So we deployed 29 different observers to various locations.

What problems and challenges did you encounter?

Response: Smart card reader was introduced in 2015 but it was not used as it was in 2019. It was
basically the salient challenge that was complained in various locations. Even in 2019, after it
was upgraded, it still had challenges. In 2015, we had the problem of Police not cooperative. In
2019, there was a problem of vote buying as parties were no longer afraid and were doing
without fear. When Edo State had their election, we had to travel but the problem was that our
travelling fare were taken care by our organization. People had respect for us, because whatever
we write was valid.

How were you able to overcome the challenges?

Response: In 2015, some of the observers didn't have their tags and they could be arrested but
when you have your tag, you will be given access. Also, they believe that people could fake tags,
so they asked for id cards and once your id card showed your identity, they would let you pass.

Did the presence of election observers give credibility to the elections in Nigeria and how?

Response: Yes

When we send in our report, both local and international observers send their report, if both are
saying the same thing, there would be a problem. Once INEC get the results, they would declare
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the results and the people would go to court. People feared the presence of election observers.
You hear them saying an observer is coming. We don't say a word, all we do is to write.

In the Anambra election, Bi-modal Voters Accreditation System (BIVAS) was used, there was
no more smart card reader, it was just BIVAS. Once you vote, it is transmitted immediately with
the aid of BIVAS. This a new technology that was first used in Isoko as a pilot study and then
used in Anambra election.

How were the monitoring and observation groups monitored to ensure they did not engage in any
form of partisanships and in partiality during the election?

Response: In our organization, before people are engaged, we have our rules. You cannot
engaged in particianship. I moved around with rover to various local governments where our
teams are stationed. Our team are stationed at the voting points but I moved around from one
local government to other local governments. In Ibadan, we had like 5 Rovers, I took like 6 local
governments while others took like 5 local governments. As long as a team is stationed there, it's
my job to ensure that we go round to check and report what's going on.

What will you suggest to the government to ensure electoral processes are carried out to meet the
objectives of promoting transparency, accountability and creibility towards peaceful election
outcomes?

Response: Most of the adhoc staffs are not well trained on using some of this electoral gadgets.
Voters card should be given on time and they should make it possible for people with voters card
to be transferred from one location to another. The media should be careful in their reporting and
their report should be check mate.

In the nearest future, do you forsee the use of technology towards election observation rather
than humans?

Response: That would be an interesting thing if it is possible. I think adoption of technology
would be great.

Audio Transcription IV

Did your organization participated in the 2015 and 2019 general election and what role did your
organization played?

Response: We are observers, we are accredited observers for the 2019 general election. For the
2015 general election, we worked with other organization.

What is the name of your organization?

Response: Center for Transparency Advocacy (CTA).

What were the challenges that you encounter?
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Response: The election was postponed after we had mobilized our team and spending money and
we had to re-arrange and re-organize our logistics. Also, the issue of insecurity did not allow our
team to visit some areas that had security challenges. There were issues with card readers and
some of the adhoc staff did not know and understand how to operate the machines, some of them
don't understand the electoral processes.

There was a lot of improvement in 2019 compared to 2015 based voters registers. I was in Delta
State in 2015 and in FCT in 2019. There was issue of vote buying, where people were given a
sachet of pure water and 3 pieces of biscuits. There was a lot of collision between political party
agents and security agents, some of them were bribed and they didn't do their job.

How were you able to overcome the challenges?

Response: When the election was postponed, we had to go back to our organization and scale
down the number of people that need to be mobilzed and we asked some of the team members to
stay back in the field. Some of the challenges were external, we didn't have power to change
anything, we only reported and advocated.

Did the presence of election observers give credibility to the elections in Nigeria and how?

Response: There are 2 categories, the monitors are satff of INEC, the observers are the
organizations that have been accredited by INEC. Observers can only note what is happened and
report but monitors are the ones that make interventions.

Once you come into a polling unit and you are identified as an observer, people begin to behave
themselves and say among themselves that an observer is here. The presence of observer and
monitors helped to curtail certain issues.

How were the monitoring and observation groups monitored to ensure they did not engage in any
form of partisanship and in partiality during the election?

Response: We have other observers on the field monitoring the conduct of other observers. It is
like a care support system. For the monitors, they can send in plain clothe officials to observe
what observers and monitors are doing and do check and balances.

What will you suggest to the government to ensure electoral processes are carried out to meet the
objectives of promoting transparency, accountability and credibility towards peaceful election
outcomes?

Response: To have the right laws, to have the pro-active members in the National Assembly and
executives and the laws address the major issues. For example, we used the law used in 2015 to
conduct the 2019 elections. There is need for a framework that will factored in the law that
elections need to be transparent. INEC should have the power to disqualify any candidate that
goes against the law and electoral act, not that person going to court again.
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In the nearest future, do you foresee the use of technology towards election observation rather
than humans?

Response: You cannot totally rule out humans. The world is going to advance technology, we are
looking at artificial technology, gradually we are beginning to use technology, the use of robots,
Google form and apps. However, there is also a downside of technology. Technology is good but
it can be used to compliment human intervention not to totally rule out humans. So even with
technology, it will still be controlled by humans, what you feed in is what you get as outcome.
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