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ABSTRACT
This study examines the effect of electoral malpractices on the sustenance of
democracy in Nigeria. One of the most critical and salient features of any
meaningful democracy accepted all over the world is the conduct of acceptable,
credible, free and fair elections. This is because free and fair elections ensure
concrete and stable political development which engenders sustenance of
democracy. With elections being the only legitimate way of choosing
representatives in any democracy, winning at all cost becomes the norm. All
forms of violent acts to out-wit political opponents are let loose on the polity.
Two questions were therefore formulated as a guide for this study. Using the elite
theory as propounded by Wifredo Pareto and Guatano Mosca as framework of
our analysis, the study in its findings posit that electoral mal practices endangers
conflict, crises and instability in Nigerian politics, this has negatively affected
the sustenance of democracy in Nigeria. The study therefore, recommends a total
overhaul of the electoral systemin Nigeria, the civil society organizations, the
government and the international community should be more committed to
ensuring credible elections and above all honest and visionary |eader ship should
be put in power with a view to achieving the sustenance of democracy in Nigeria.
Keywords: Election, malpractices, electoral mal practices, sustenance, democracy.

INTRODUCTION

Thegenesisof representative government to acertain degree could behistoricaly identified
asthebreeding father of € ection, which connotesthe selection of peoplefor public offices
by qualified adult voters (Akindeleand Obiyan, 1998). Itisafact that man hasconsi stently
been searching for better ways of enthroning ajust, better and mutually beneficial new
world. From the Stone Age, medieval period to the present, man has been pre-occupied
with how best to enthrone apolitical order that would be beneficial and self re-enforcing
(Okoalieand Ezeibe, 2010). Following the devel opment of our society, man moved from
direct politica participationto seemingly indirect political representation. The development
notwithstanding, the crux of the matter in all itsramificationscompletely iscentered on
ensuring that theviewsof the peopleare heard, respected and preserved. El ectionstherefore,
becomethe platform of attaining leadership positionsin democratic governance. Therefore,
the conduct of periodic electionswhere peopl€ srepresentatives are sel ected becomesa
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veritableingredient in democracy; with theball ot box becoming auniqueway of enhancing
decision. Making and stimul ating itsimplementation. Election consstsof proceduresand
processesfor choosing officers or making binding decisions concerning policy by the
voting of thoseformally qualified to participate. Asacorollary to the conduct of freeand
fair eections, Nnoli (2003) sees el ection asthe manner of choice agreed upon by agroup
of people out of many to occupy one or anumber of positions of authority. Ingeneral,
every electionthat iscontested either in the devel oped democraciesor the third world
etc., under one party system, two party systemsor multi-party system, must have some
element of mal practicesor fraud. However, the degree and variation of thesemal practices
differ from one democrati ¢ setting to another. Theevidence of ma practicesin our eectord
process cannot however, bean alibi for the abolition of éection. Thisexplainswhy Nnoli
(1991) arguesthat, to abolish electionsis often seen asthe abolition of democracy. He
arguesfurther that el ectionsworld-wide have cometo be seen asthe most viable method
of attaining leadership in democracy that hasrespect for therule of law and socid justice.
Electoral ma practicesisnot only peculiar to Nigeriaaone, it isthe bane of most emergent
democracies, particularly thethirdworld. Itiscentral to numeroussocio-political problems
facing many States, which if not checked well, will destroy the foundation of fragile
demoacracy. Theabove scenario clearly pointsto aculture of endemic electoral malpractice,
withinour body polity, conflict and instability (Akuul, 2010).

Asbedrock for credibility, electionsare governed by rulesand regul ationswhich
congtitutethelegal framework for assessing the genuineness of electoral processesand
procedures. These frameworks according to Odeh (2003) must reflect national and
international standards accepted for genuine el ections. Whereas, the ultimate goal of
democracy isto minimizeautocratic ruleand maximizecivil rulerooted on respect of man
by hisfellow. The case of Nigeriahasbecomethe contrary wherewinning at al cost has
becameanorm. It isagainst thisbackground of electoral mal practices, crisesand conflict
usually associated with theconduct of € ectionsthat thiswork examineswhat roleselections
and the attendant mal practices can meaningfully or otherwisemakein Nigeria sdemocracy.

THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK OFANALYSIS
Thisstudy adoptstheditetheory of politicsby Pareto and Moscaasthe preferred method
of our analysis (Pareto, 1968). A ccording to thistheory, behind the diverse facades of
government, power isalways confined to afew people comprising theruling class. As
argued by Mosca
In all societies that are meagerly developed and have barely attained
the downs of civilization, down to the most advanced and powerful
societies, two classes of people emerge. A class that rules and a class
that is ruled, the first class always the less numerous, performs all
political functions, monopolizes power and enjoys the advantages that
power brings whereas, the second, the more numerous class is directed
and controlled by the first (Mosca, 1939).
InNigeria, two classesof peopleexigts, itisthesamecliqueof eitethat rulethe Nigerian
State. Thebasicassumptionsof theditetheory of politicsarethat politica power isdistributed
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unequally. Thissecond thesisisthat, peoplefal into two groups-thosewho have significant
political power and those who have none. Thirdly, the elite are unified internally
homogeneousand self conscious. Itisnot acollectivity of stated individuals. Individuasin
the elite class know each other very well; they have similar interest and background,
although with occasiond difference. Probing further, Putman (1976) statesthat the elite
possessesthe ‘ three Cs” group of consciousness, coherence and conspiracy. Another
thesisisthat, theeliteis self perpetuated and isdrawn from an exclusive segment of the
society; successful leaders of apolitical system who select their own successorsfrom
among the privileged few. For the eliteisessentially autonomous, answerableto no one
elsefor itsdecisions(Bottomore, 1964).

However, it should beinferred that despite the demise of aruling class either
through acoup d’ etat, termination of itstenureor defeat in an e ection, theemerging group
totakeover fromthepreviousruling classwill be composed of elites. Therefore, the Elitist
theory fitsinto thisstudy inthe sensethat it suitesour democratic setting. Asexplained by
Putman (1976), theminority (elite), isinapositionto manipulatethe electoral processto
itsown. Theimplication isthat the competition between and among groupsfor capture of
State power, which becomesheated up and embittered, expressed in theform of promotion
of extra-condtitutiona behaviour ranging fromthuggery, rigging, forgery tokilling, kidnapping
and outright violence during el ectionsacross Nigeria. However, it should be noted that the
electorateswill definitely chooseitsleadersfrom those acceptableto theelites.

Theuniversd truthisthat, the mgority, whatever the democratic mechanism used,
cannot control the dominant minority. Thisisanchored ontheview of |eadership position
asbeing of utmost importanceto any given society. Itisagaingt thisback drop that Gasset
(1932) gatesthat themassesfind their symbol in certain chosen people, onwhomit pours
out thevast storeof itslineenthusiasm. Thisisso because, given the characteristicsof the
elites, eectionisjust aninstrument used by the elitesto perpetuate themselvesin power.
Thisistrue because, prior to many electionsin Nigeria, thewinnersareaready decided by
thedlites. The purpose of eectionisthereforemainly to suit theinterest of theelitegroup.
Thusthed iteshaveaconception of the Nigerian State, wherethe mgjoritiesaredominated
by afew, socially isolated self seeking leaders (Akindele and Obiyan, 1998).

A HISTORICAL DISCOURSE OF ELECTIONSIN NIGERIA

Thebirth of electionin politicsistraceableto the city States of ancient Greecewhich has
beenimmortdized asasymbolic example of democracy, apracticewhich hassurvivedtill

date (Akindele and Obiyan, 1998). Sincethen, it has passed through many reformative
stages and changesranging from denied, restricted to unrestricted franchise (rights).

Therefore, electionsaccording to Obikeze and Emeka (2004), are means by which the
peopl e of acountry, constituency, organi zation or union choose and exercise somedegree
of control over their representatives. Itistheway every citizen participatesintheeection
of officeholders. Infact, itistheorderly meansof changing government. It istheoverriding
method appliedin politica processthrough whichthe people participatein the creation,

choiceand control of their government (Unamka, 2003). Thehistory of eectionsinNigeria
issuchthat Nigerians cannot describe el ection assignificant in document or processin
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changing their material conditionsof existence. According toAnger (2004), Nigeriahasa
very chequered history of dectionsfromitsinceptionin 1923. Hence, from 1923 to 1959,
the colonialistswere ableto conduct regional electionsin 1923, 1951, 1956, and 1957.
Againtwofederal electionswerea so heldin 1954 and 1959, which ushered inthefirst
Republic. In post independence Nigeria, we had regional electionsin 1961, 1963 and
1965; whilefederd eectionswere heldin 1964, after which themilitary took over power
in 1966. Themilitary ruled till 1979 when electionswere again conducted in 1979 and
1983. The second Republic had similar fate, whenin December, 1983 themilitary struck
again. The Babangidaand Abachatransitionsto civil ruleseffortswereinconclusive. This
iIsmore so because, the so called search for aviable democratic system by Babangida
which had carried out six e ectionsinto thetransition programme ended abruptly withthe
historic crises of the annulment of the June 12, 1993 el ections, which resulted into the
stepping aside of Babagindafor aninterim National Government that wasled by Ernest
Shonekan. Themilitary Juntaunder Abachatook over and started aprogramme aimed at
transforming himself into alife president. However, hissudden desth ended that trangition,
which heralded the new government under the leadership of Abubakar, who eventually
organized atrangtion programmethat gavebirth to thefourth Republic under theleadership
of Obasanjoin 1999. After four years, the new administration conducted another general
electioninApril, 2003, which returned the Obasanjo administration into office. In 2007,
the Obasanjo administration conducted an e ection, which ushered inthelate Yar’ Adua
into office asthe new president. Following the death of Yar’ Aduaand the emergence of
Jonathan, Nigeriawas once again ready for another electionin 2011. Therefore, in 2011,
the Jonathan admini stration conducted another e ection which returned him (theincumbent)
inoffice. After four yearsonthesaddle, it wasnecessary for another eection to be conducted
in2015. Thiselection proved to beatest for the entrenchment of ademocracy inNigeria
It was hotly contested between the ruling Peoples Democratic Party (PDP) and the new
opposition coalition of All Progressives Congress (APC), asyndicate of strong opposing
bigwigs. Thiseection produced anew Nigerian ruler in Gen. Muhammadu Buhari (rtd),
who took on thereinsof power on 29th May, 2015. The above scenario paintsavivid
illustration of the history of eectionsin Nigerian politics. Howevey, it should be noted that
onecommonfeatureof eectionsin Nigeriaisthat they havedl beeninflicted with oneform
of malpractice or the other which isthe baneto the sustenance of ademocracy in Nigeria
today.

Politicsand Electoral Malpracticein Nigeria

Thehistorical trgjectoriesof electoral processesin Nigeria, showspervasive struggleto
control theelectoral apparatusfor salfish purposes. Thepoalitica paritiesseethe r prospects
for successin election asitistied to their ability to manipul ate the el ectoral system, or
hijack the structuresthat favour other parties. Electoral mapracticesthereforeareafeature
that iscommon with all the el ections conducted in Nigeria. Thisexplainsthe position of
Uduma(2008) that Nigeria'sinability to nurture, devel op and sustain demaocracy canbe
related to her inability to designand operate acredibledectora system. At eections, tales
of stuffed voterscard into ballot boxes, outright and open bribery of electoral officias
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have become householdissues. From the 1959 e ectionswhichwasobserved asrdl atively
freeandfair, actualy carried embryosof the degeneration and that hascometo perpetually
afflict the country’selectoral processtill date. The deliberate plot aimed at pleasing the
British over Lord, sowed the seed of discontent which manifestedin other generd dections
inNigeria The1961 regiond dectionssaw open harassment andimprisonment of opposition
candidates. Thiselection asointroduced for thefirgt timeinthehistory of Nigerian palitics,
the use of thugsto harass, i ntimidate and €iminate opposition candidates; with rigging as
the political and electoral language. The use of diabolic meansand initiationinto secret
cultsaswell asbullet proof to resist opposing powersbecomesasinequanonfor beinga
strong or powerful politician. The same scenario occurredin 1964 and 1965. Voters

cardswere denied opposition candidates aswell asdeliberate omission of their names
(Dudley, 1982). Thismassvedectord irrespongbility waspartly responsiblefor thecollapse
of thefirst Republicin 1966. Thiselectoral irresponsibility was continued eveninthe
second Republicto the chagrin of the Federal Electoral Commission (FEDECO) asthey
could not copewith the number of groups agitating for party registration (Kurfi, 1983).
The 1983 e ectionswerethemost fraudulent of all electionsin Nigeria It wasbastardized
by theincumbency factor and money. With the palitics of envy and bitternessinherentin
that el ection; rigging became more pronounced and open.

According to Gboyega (1990), the 1983 elections were marred by many
irregularitiesand malpractices. Every politica party rigged theelectionsaccordingtoits
own ability. It wasevident that theingtitution in charge of the 1983 el ections, FEDECO
wasnot capabl e of handling the e ectionsbecause of the paliticization of the commission.
In 1986, the Babangindaadministration set up apolitical bureau, which recommended an
electoral body and the adoption of atwo party structurewith the emergence of National
Republican Convention (NRC) and Social Democratic Party (SDP). The election
conducted was peaceful, coercionfreeand largely freeand fair. However, some observes
discovered hightechimpersonation, multiplevoting and dterations (Jinadu and Edih, 1990).

The 1999 generd e ectionswere adjudged by many international observerssuch
asthelnternational Fund for Electoral Systems, the Carter Centre, the Common Wealth,
and the European Union (EV) etc, asfreeand fair. Inredlity, however, thosedectionsalso
were marred with varying degrees of coercion, manipulation, bribery, alteration and
fagfications. Though, thesewereon alesser level compared with previouséections, the
fact that they took place, point to thefact that, the clean bill issued by internationa observers
was ot to be accepted. A ccording to Shima (2003), the 2003 el ectionswere al so marked
by incidentsof pervasvethreastsandintimidation of political opponentsat thepolling centres.
Money wasfregly usedin order toinfluencevoters  choiceof candidates. Therewereaso
incidentsof interception of ball ot boxesand election resultsintransit to coll ation centres.

ELECTORAL FRAUDAND THE SUSTENANCE OFADEMOCRACY

Without doubt, € ectionsareviableinstrument for the sustenance of an enduring democracy.
It isevident that in Nigeria, studies have shown that electionsrather than serveasan
instrument of degpening thedemocracy, arerather asourceof crisesand conflict. According
toAke (1990), democracy and devel opment areinseparable; therefore, theinability or
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lack of will to conduct credible, freeand fair e ectionshas negatively affected the sustenance
of democracy in Nigeria. Electoral malpracticesin Nigeriahave brought about political
instability inthecountry whichisresponsiblein part to the collapse of thefirst, second and
third Republics. It has purported the entrenchment of dictatorship and politica instability.
It rather hatsthe processof devel opment through wanton destruction of livesand property;
aswell ashatred that usually becomestheorder of the day after el ections (Uduma, 2013);
instances of negative effectsof e ectoral malpracticeson democracy in Nigeria. Intheold
Western region, the*Wild West” slogan istraceableto electoral malpracticesand the
violence of the second Republic, which led to death of many, with property worth billions
of nairadestroyed. Inthefourth Republic, the dastardly act of imposition of candidates,
falgfication of eectionresultsand other el ectora vices, hasgivenroomto severd crisesin
many partsof Nigeria. It has produced |eaderswho do not owetheir allegianceto the
popul ace; thereby creating hatred, distrust and insecurity in the country. Resources meant
for devel opment purposes are often used in settling political crisesand conflictswhich
arosedueto eectoral mal practices. Itisevident that theelectoral commissioninNigeriais
directed by theincumbency factors, which use the security agenciesand men of muscle
(Ndi Akpuohbi) as hatchet men. The mediaismaximized for propaganda, distribution of
money in sack bagsto perceived opponentsor criticsin order to silencethem. Therefore,
to conduct el ectionsthat could stand the test of time becomesacollective endeavour.
Furthermore, it should be noted that whol esal e el ection rigging has disastrous
consequencesfor demaocracy, becauseit depriveselectionsof their essential purposesas
apopular basisfor government (Nwabueze, 2001). Election rigging annihilatesthe basic
democratic principle, whichisatragic aberration morefor what it portendsfor thefuture
of democracy. Thuggery, arsonand al sortsof eectord fraud werereportedinal partsof
the country. For instance, in Akwalbom State, aparty supporter was stabbed to death,
whilein Bayd satheelectionswere generally characterized by intimidation, snatching of
ball ot boxesand destruction of éection materials(Akuul, 2010). In Delta, Benue, Ebonyi,
Kano, Rivers, Ondo, Taraba, Yobe, Kebbi, Abiaand Zamfara States, cases of arson,
beating of opponents, thuggery and falsification of electoral resultswere established.
Again,inthe2003 genera eectionsin Nigeria, Smilar scenario playeditsef out. It
was evident that under aged voting, snatching and stuffing of ballot papersinto boxes,
falgfication of resultsand al formsof unimaginable mal practiceswere evident in many
States. In 2007, which ushered in Yar’ Aduaasthe new President of Nigeria, took the
same pattern like others. Various cases of electoral fraud including multiple and under
aged voting, denid of registrationsto opponentsof theruling party, inducement of electoral
officias, violenceduring elections, snatching of ballot boxes, falsification of eectionresults
among otherswere established. It must be pointed out that these new dimensionsare
unparald intheannalsof eectionrigginginNigeria. InAbiaStatefor instance, elections
did not hold in many polling unitsin Ikwuano, Obingwa, Ohafia, Arochukwu, Bende,
Ukwa-East and OsisiomaL ocal Government Areas. (Ugoorji, 2007). In 2011 elections
which ushered in Jonathan as President, the degree of electoral fraud, whichtook place,
wasunimeaginablewhen compared with that of 2007. Arson, kidnapping of eectord officids,
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looting, murder and all formsof electoral violenceaimed at achieving victory at al cost
becamethe order of theday. The 2015 genera elections, waswell contested even before
the commencement of polling between theruling party PDP and therampaging opposition
APC. Toforestall rigging, INEC introduced, Card Reader M achinewhich was contested
by theruling party. Despite protestation, INEC was unmoved; unfortunately, it failed to
deliver aspromised by theelectorial umpire, Prof. Attahiru Jega. However, despitethe
commendation by someinternational andlocal observersthat the el ection wasasuccess,
itwasagain marred withirregul aritiesincluding thefailure of the card reading machine. He
should however be pointed out herethat the behaviour of political partiesofficiasislinked
tothe Nigerian traditiona val ue system which seespolitical power asoften personalized
and theleadershipispermanent in the context of salf recruited oligarchy.
Thefiercesruggleinthepublic sphereisequaly linked to conflict that characterize
leadership successionin Nigerian traditional political systemswhere politicsguarantees
acoesstowed th and economic power. Inthissituation, ethnicidentity becomesthemobilizing
mechanism to accesspolitical power during e ectionswhichisto consolidate dominance
and control the economy (Dudley, 1973). It istherefore, arguabl e that the buildup of
electionsin Nigeriaischaracterized by threat, anxiety and perceived intimidation of political
opponentsby the State agents. Thisisusually preceded by disputesover electoral lawsas
incumbenciesattempt to manipulatelawsfor their party’spolitical advantages. Ndulo (2003),
has also noted that the mani pul ation of States apparatusfor personal and selfish motives
supported by ethnic drivesresultsinto authoritarianism, oppression, subjugation, erosion
of value system, rule of men rather than law and absence of regular means of change of
government. The prevalence of these anomaliesin our political system endangersthe
sustenance of democracy in Nigeria. It could therefore be deduced that election, and their
conduct in Nigeria, usually follow acommon trend of mal practices, creating an unstable
political atmaospherewhich endangersthe sustenance of our emerging democracy.

CONCLUDING REMARKS

Thisstudy examinesel ectora mal practicesasthey affect theredlization and sustenance of
democracy inNigeria Thesuccessof democracy in Nigeriaistied tohighleve participation
inarepresentative government capable of resolving conflict and evolving transparent,
viabledectoral machineriesthat command theconfidence of thepeople. Electord mapractice
hasbeen ingtitutionalized and that mal practicesexplainthecrises of legitimacy that Nigerian
leadersarefacing today. Thisstudy strongly further positsthat electionsareimportant
instrument for choosing leadersthat will sustain our democracy. It impliesthat elections
anditscredibility determineour eectora process. Datacollected from secondary sources
clearly showsthat e ectionsand conduct of e ectionsin Nigeriawhich should contribute
meaningfully to the deepening of our democracy, isnow asourceof crisesand recurrent
conflicts. Therefore, in order toforestall thismalady, thereisthe need for an overhaul of
our eectoral system, establishment of acompetent e ectoral offencestribunal, tasked with
theresponsibility of criminal prosecution of electoral offenders, education for theyouths,
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re-orientation of valuesin our society, creation of diverse employment opportunities,
congtitutional amendment, reduction of agerequirement for e ective positions, autonomy
for our loca government system and remova of executiveimmunity clause.
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