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ABSTRACT

Electionsin Nigeria over the years have become much more than a
democratic process of acquiring political power. e have for some
time now witnessed escalating political violence in different parts
of the country, with increasing loss of faith between the el ectorates
and politicalleaders. During the last general elections of April 2011,
there were charges and counter charges by the political parties of
rigging and general abuse of power at the federal and states level.
Riot, arson, murder and looting became widespread in many
states particularly in the northern part of the country. This paper
intends to look at the process of conducting elections in Nigeria
and how it caused political violence and make recommendations
on how to bring to an end the increasing wave of violence in the
electoral system. Thisis significant because as 2015 draws neare,
there is increasing fear and apprehension about possible political
violence across the country. Fundamentally, there is need for
political education and youth’s empowerment to convert election
violence in our polity.
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INTRODUCTION
AccordingtoAnifowose (1982), violenceor threat of violence isauniversal
phenomenon, because, whereever thereispolitica competition, thereisaways
an element of violence mostly associated with election. Individuals and
groups throughout history, have inoneform or another resorted to violence
oritspotential use as a tactic of political action. Interestingly, politicsis
expected to managetheconflictinthesociety, eventhoughno political system
has succeeded ineiminating political violence. The problem with Nigeria,
isthat the politicianswho are suppose to manage political conflicts, are the
ones promoting, arming and funding violence. Consequently, eectord violence
has became arecurrent feature of the Nigerian democratic process
(Odofinand Omojuwa, 2007). The backward state of the Nigerian economy
which hascreated alargeand ready pool of thejoblessis seen asthefactor
promoting political violence. With this phenomenon, one can say that
Nigeria is far from being a liberal democratic state. For example, ahead
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of the April pollin 2011, theWeekly Trust of April 16, reported that, at least
90 people were killedand over 204 injured. After the elections, supporters
of candidateswhofailed at the pollsprotested violently in different parts of
the North, which led to the death of over 120 people and about 15,000
othersweredisplaced (Daily Trust April 19; Leadership, April 20, 2011).
Similarly, past electionsin Nigeriawere characterized by organized and
unorganized violence, which marethe exerciseasaresult of highlevel of
intimidations, destructionsand killings at different strataof the society. Asif
these were not enough, bomb blasts have become a common thing at
politica raliesand gatheringsmarking the pesk of violence inthenation body
politics. Etannibi (2004) notesthat Nigerian electoral processand governance
systemlargely rest onthe logic and practice of organized crimina enterprises
where peopleemploy secrecy, co-optation and violenceto promote and defend
their interest and organizations’. Thus, elections have become a battle
between contending interestsembedded in the composition of the parties.

Politica contestants regarded victory at eectionsameatter of lifeand
death struggle and were determined to capture or retain power by al means
andat al cost. Electionisthat process of casting votesinfavour of acandidate
or political party, or the process of choosing representatives. Electioninthe
broadrer sense is much more than that. Rather it isthe major means of
resolving conflict between condtituent political groups. In a democratic system,
€lectionisthemechanism by whichthenumerouspolitica problemsof acountry
could be resolved. It isagainst this background that, this study examines
electionand palitical violencein Nigeriawith aview to unraveling the causes
and proferring solutions to avoiding the past mistakes in the subsequent
elections. For the purpose of clarity, the paper focuses on the manifestations
of eection violencein Nigerian political process.

Thestudy therefore, examinestheimplicationsof eectionviolenceon
the sustenance of democracy and the political development of Nigeria Giving
the above situation, the theory of political economy has been found to be
morerelevant inthisstudy because of itsfocuson materia or economic aspects
of the society. Asobserved by Abbas (2010), dialectical materialism is
premised on the issue of man’sinherent motivations of economic pursuits
and needs. Thus, man’sfierceinclinations and strugglesto acquire, control
andmaintainpolitica power a dl cost justify thechoice of thistheory. Therefore,
the relations between peoplein the production processesare symbolically
connected with thedirection of thepolitica strugglesto capturepolitica power
in order to determine economic factors. Thissituationisfurther disturb by
moral decadence of the society and abject poverty among people, which
have madethem easy prey to be paid and instigated into el ectoral violence.
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Inanother perspective, theMarxistsview dectionsin capitadist societies
asa processwhich merely enable massesevery four or fiveyearsto elect
their executioners. Thisisbecause the masses are mere onlookers at best,
grudgingly tolerated participants in the process of decision makinginthe
society (Oyebode, 2003). According tothe Marxists, the masseslack active
franchi se because they cannot providethemeansfor runningfor office. But
they enjoy passive franchise which merely enables them to cast their
votes for rival contestants among the ruling class. Therichinthe society
therefore, monopolizedall elected offices. Hence, the masses play the
role of cannon fodder in the contestation for the exercise of political
power, position and influence. This represents the actual relation of forces
in the class struggle in capitalist society. In essence, elections will have
meaning only when it accorded equality of citizens in a democratic
society through right of expresson and political significance through free,
fair and credible exercisebased on ‘one man one vote.’ In Nigeria, past
elections sinceindependencewere generally not credible dueto massive
irregularitiessuch as fraud, manipulationsand thuggery (Daily Trust April 30,
2011).

Nigerian Electoral Process: Nigeriastarted her journey to democracy as
far back as 1922. But successiveelectionsin Nigeriasincethecolonial time
lacked credibility inthe eyesof thegenera public andtherefore, fell short of
meeting the essential ingredientsof a democratic electora process. There
is general lack of transparency, fairness and free play during all the
elections particularly the elections that were held under the current
democratic dispensation (1999, 2003 and 2007). Although the eections of
2011 was adjudged to be the most free and fair by some international
observers, yet, it was not without its shortcomings. But why did eections
in Nigeria became tug of war any time they were conducted. The answer
is not far fetch, because of the nature of the Nigerian state which
encourages primitive accumulation of wealthby few dites to the detriment
of the majority. Accordingto Etannibi (2004), electionsin Nigeriawere
characterized by,

“manipulation of the decisions and activities at the

various stages of electoral process by the governments

and politicians, corruption of officials and electorates,

violence during campaigns, polling and collection of

results, rigging through the stuffing of ballots, snatching

and destruction of ballot boxes and falsification of

results, and ineffective electoral dispute resolution

mechanism (p10).”
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Hefurther observesthefollowing stages of thee ectord processwhereviolence
may erupt:

[i] Delimitation of condtituencies.

[ii] \oter regigiration.

[iii] Party primaries and nominations.
[iv] Campaignsandrallies.

[V] Display of voter register.

[vi] Palling.

[vil  Counting of votes.

[viil  Declarationof results

[iX]  Verdictsat tribunds(Etannibi, 2004).

It hasbeen observed that violence occurred or erupted at different
stagesinthe electora processin Nigeriaasaresult of unwholesome practices
such asrigging through stuffing, snatching, destruction of ballot boxesand
falsification of results. Othersare, partiaity and corruption by el ectoral and
security officials, manipulation of electorates through the activation or
mohilization of ethnic, religious, regiond and other primordia sentiments. There
is also, disruptive behaviours, including use of weapons to scare away
supporters of opposition during elections, killing, harming, maiming and
intimidating persons trying to voteduring electionsin order to snatch ball ot
boxes so asto stuff themwith ballot papersillegally obtained and thumb
printed. Sometimes, incumbent government seeking re-election oftenusedits
power to manipulatethe security and law enforcement agencies todisperse
ralliesand campaigns of opponentsunder the guise of not securing approval
or thelikely hood of breach of public peace. From the above, it appearsthat
inNigeria, politicianslacked themanner and correct attitudethat are needed
tobuild atruly democretic society. Indeed theimpressonwhichany objective
observer would comeup with on Nigeria' seffort at liberal democracy was
that Nigeriawas attempting to practice democracy without trueand sincere
democrats.

Electoral Violencein Nigeria

Electora violencehasbeen defined asany form of physical force applied
at disorganizing theelectora process, destruction of eectora materials, and
intimidating of the electorate to vote against their wish (Nweke, 2005;
Odofin and Omojuwa, 2007). According to Ogundiyaand Baba (2005),
electora violence include: all sortsof riots, demonstrations, party clashes,
political assassinations, looting, arson, thuggery, kidnapping spontaneousor
not, which occur before, during and after elections. Violence associated to
election hasbecomecommon placein Nigeriaisbecauseof thenatureof the
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statewhichismaterially inclined. And thefact that an enormouswed thisput
at thedisposal of thegovernment accounted for high level of political tension
that isalwaysaccompanied by violence. According Usman (2002), electora
violenceof thefortiesandfifties had actudly transformed politica tensonand
crisesand consequently wrecked all attempts by Nigerians to build and
sustain democratic governance.

Thesituation hasdeteriorated after thereturntocivilianrulein 1999
to date, with deep-seated crisisunparallel sincetheeraof the Nigerian civil
war. Though, these various formsof violence have characterized Nigerian
elections over the years, they have been particularly intenseas observed
by Odofin and Omojuwa(2007), in elections organized under incumbent
governmentsthat arethemselves (through the ruling party) part of the
contestantsin the particular election. This has made it a fact that itis
difficult to unseat incumbent governmentsin Nigeriathrough elections. In
essence, the power of incumbency isbeen used by whatever party isin
control of state power. But the oppositionshavetheir problemstoo. Aspiring
politiciansand parties have been able to easly mobilize thugsand socia
mi screantsto perpetrate violence by taking advantage of the poor state of
theeconomy that hascreated a huge base of the unemployed youth and
illiterates. Thus, employment for violence, to many jobless people, becomes
a means of livelihood.

Trend of Political Violencein Nigeria

Political violence refers to the use or threat of force against an opponent
withinthe context of competitionfor state power particularly during €l ections.
Thishappens more often during democratic transition and consolidation. Itis
therefore, nowonder that succeeding e ectionsin post-independenceNigeria
(1964, 1965, 1979, 1983, 1993, 1999, 2003, 2007 and 2011) have been
marked by sharp divisonand distrust and a zero sum attitude which manifest
inelectoral fraud, seriousdisputesand high level of violence (Odofin and
Omojuwa, 2007). The generd (but typica) digoogtion of Nigerian paliticians
who regard politicsasalife or death struggle were the direct cause of this
problem. Thisposition was clearly captured by a statement credited to
former president, Chief Olusegun Obasanjo, in February, 2007 when he
described the eections as “a do- or-dieaffair” (Daily Independent, February
2007). It was these acts of violence that actually prevented Nigeria's
democracy from taking rootsand standing onits feet. As indicated above,
in 1964 and 1965 violent political conflicts occurred during the Federal
electionsaswell asWesternregiond elections. Theviolencein some partsof
the country and especialy intheWestern Region before and after theelections
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played aroletowardsthe military takeover in January 1966. In 1983, the
general elections conducted acrossthe country ended in chaosin different
places particularly inthe South, following the declaration of a landslide
victory by the defunct National Party of Nigeria (NPN). In 1993, the
cancdlation of presidentia dectionsconducted on 12th June, generated serious
violencethat forced themilitary to relinquish power to aninterim government
in August. The eections held under the current democratic dispensation
in 1999, 2003, 2007 and 2011 were marked by violence as a result of
corruption and falsification of results in many places. Inareport issued out
in 2004, the Human Rights Watch observesthat both Nigeria's Federa
and State elections in 2003 and Local Government elections in 2004
were marred by serious incidents of violence, which left scores dead
many others injured. The report further indicatesthat majority of the
serious abuses were perpetrated by supporters of the ruling party, the
People's Democratic Party (PDP). In a number of places, elections
simply did not take place because of the activities of thugs linked to
political parties and candidates who intimidated and threatened votersin
order to falsify results. In 2004, elections were conducted into Local
Councils in various states across the country. These elections were
characterized by serious cases of violenceand intimidation, as well as
widespread fraud and rigging.

A clear testimony about political violence associated with electionin
Nigeriawas obtained in ajudgement declared by Justice Francis F. Tabal
(Justice of the Court of Appedl),in2003ina suit filed by the All Nigeria
People's Party (ANPP), Presidential candidate, challenging the victory of
PDPcandidateinApril elections. Heobserved that, therewerealegationsof
violence perpetrated by PDPinthe presence of military and police personnel
or by the military and police personnel themselves. He went further and
declared that there were instances of someviolence in al the 14 states
which elections were questioned in this petition. Instances of brutal killings
either immediately, beforeor on April, 19 are numerous. He added that the
most tragic and disturbing aspect of theincidentsisthat theseincidents either
happened in the presence of policemen and soldiersor immediately reported
to them. No arrest was made and no investigations carried out. He concludes
that thescenario created from the vari ousincidentswasthat some persons
wereinthe name of politic, licensed to destroy livesand property. Itisa
seriousdent on our claimto democratic ideals(Type written judgement of
the Court of Apped, CAN/A/EP/3/2003). Againin 2007, therewerereported
casesof violencebefore, during and after the April dections. Dozensof people
werereported killed and hundredsinjured, beside several lost of property.
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The wide spread fraud that were recorded during that election made the
worst inthe country’shistory, that even the person that was announced winner
inthe presidentia pollsadmitted the exercise wereflawed. What followed
wasthe nullification of election at tribunalsincluding those of five State
Governors. Fresh electionswerelater conducted on the ordersof court. Asif
Nigeriansdid not learn any lesson from previous exercises, theApril 16, 2011
presidentia pollswere equally marked by unprecedented violence. A paper
report indicated that in many statesin theNorth, peoplewere killed, but the
major killingstook placein Kaduna50, Kano 30, Gombe 17, Bauchi 16 and
Katsina 8. Also about 15,000 people were displaced during the crisis
(Leadership, April 20, 2011). Thelossof livesand destruction of property
that followed the presidentia election of 2011, could only be comparableto
the post election violencerecordedin  1983. Themain difference between
the 1983 and 2011 dection violence was the ethnic and rdigiousdimension
that wereintroduced at thelatter stagesof the 2011 post-election riots. That
aside, thetwo scenarios both reflected an anger targeted at peopleregarded
ascollaboratorswiththeruling party toundermineloca interests.

From the aboveincidences we understand that the Nigerian state
is “privatized”. Ake(1996), hasobserved that wherethestateis privatized,
thosein power will use violence and state repressive apparatuses toretain
power. The people excluded from power or governance (especially ina
society where politicsisalicenseto oppressother citizens and torobthe
publictreasury withimpunity) will resorttoviolencein their quest for office.

“The reality was that Nigerian politicians perceived

politics and political office as investment and as an

avenue for the acquisition of extra ordinary wealth

(through corruption) which they think is not possible

through other forms of legitimate vocation and

enterprise. Thus in Nigeria, the shortest cut to affluence

is through politics. Politics means money and money

means politics.... to be a member of the government

party means open avenue to government patronage,

contract deals and the like” (Dudley, 1965 cited in Etannibi,

2004).

As aresult of that practice, the desire and logic to belong to government
party undermine the sustainability of viable opposition in the political
system.

TheChallengesfor a Sustainable Democracy in Nigeria
Thecontradictionsof the Neo-colonial state madeit very difficult for the
seed of democracy to germinatein Nigeria. Thus, the military under the
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guiseof reform intervened in politicsand stayed in officefor quitelong
period of timewithout achieving theobjective of their coming. By thetime
themilitary werefindly forced to disengagethrough the collaborativeeffort of
thecivil society and international pressure, corruption was deeply rooted
inthepolitical system. This now bringsustothechalengesto democratization
processin Nigeria. Someof the serious challengesfacing our democracy
indude

Lack of ideologically based political parties. Because the transition
was hurriedly executed by themilitary, therewasnotimeto organize politica
partiesbased onany knownideology or principles. The political partiesare
not based on any distinct ideology or principle. They do not haveclearly
defined programs. Assuch, they lack disciplineand internal democracy.
Therefore, they could not offer the electoratereal choice.

Unproductive dite class. Thisclassbeingthedominant remain virtualy
fractionalized and corrupt and could not contribute meaningfully to the
development of the state. Sadly, itisthisclassthat control politicsand hold
the machinery of state apparatus. Inthiskind of situation, we operate a
democracy that endangered the life of the citizens rather than promoting
their welbeing.

Failed Institutions: This is another serious challenge. A situation where
the date ingtitutions like the legidature, the judiciary and the Independent
National Electoral Commission (INEC) and various States Electoral
Commissions (SIEC) remain virtually stooges, partly due to selfishnessor
lack of experience. Our legidatorsat dl levelsof government findit difficultto
bargainwithout inducement. Furthermore, the problem of corruption has
pervaded theseingtitutionsmaking them vulnerableto manipulation (Adigwe,
1979; Okoli, 2003; Ejukonemu, 2005). A good exampleisthe ongoing case
of bribescandd involving theformer chairman of the House of Representetives
finance committee, Mallam Farouk L awal and abusinessman, Mr. Otodela.

Insecurity: Therisingwave of insecurity inthe country callsfor aserious
thought about theviability of our democracy. Thefactisthat if insecurity, isnot
addressed urgently, it will become difficult to conduct free, fair and credible
eectionsinNigeria

CONCLUSIONAND RECOMMENDATIONS
The fact that the 2015 election is becoming closer, makes it necessary

for the people of Nigeriatowakeup andfacethechdlengesof democratization
in our country, by electing only credible people with proven integrity as
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representatives. Itisimperativeto understand that theNigerian nation cannot
bebuilt or sustained on the foundation of lies, falsehood and deceit. Therefore,
wemust tell ourselvesthetruth. The truthisthat, al politiciansare guilty of
electora violence. In Nigeriatoday, politicianswith lotsof resourceshavea
number of thugsat their disposal. The main problem with engaging thugsis,
what to dowiththem after their assignment have been concluded. With
armsat their disposal, ex-thugs depl oyed new anti-social career pathsassoon
asdectionswereover. The current security threat, inthe country may not be
unconnected withthe activitiesof politicians who supply armsto their agents
withtheaimof winning eectionseven if it may involve theeimination of
their opponents. Ina recent devel opment, an operative of the State Security
Service (SSS), was quoted by a News Paper (Vanguard, Nov 12, 2012),
to have stated in acourt that a PDP senator gave the phone number of the
Minister of Justice tothe*BokoHaram” membersall inabid to influence
the outcome of the Borno State gubernatorial electioninfavour of thePDP.
Thismarkesoneof the highest formsof betrayd tothe nation by thepoaliticians.
Therising wave of militancy all over the country is therefore the
repercussions of political thuggery.

Apart from the politicians, other political institutions like the
Independent National Electoral Commission (INEC) and the Judiciary are
equally encouraging political violencethrough their actions and inactions.
Theeectora commission occupiesstrategic positionintheeectoral process
and by implication are decisive for the success of democratic system of
government. No doubt theaim of every eection management body isto
organizecredibleeections, in which al stakeholdersand observerswill be
satisfied with the outcome. Thefailure on the part of the electora body in
Nigeriatobetransparent andimpartid (at least in the eyes of the opposition)
had prevented theattainment of afreeandfair election devoid of violence.

TheJudiciary which has been acclaimed as thelast hopeof the
commonman hasin recent timemore often compromised its independence
through the series of unpleasant judgmentsthat are mostly onesided, and the
controversial suspension of theformer President of the Court of Appeal,
JusticeAyo Sdlami.Until weareready to changeadl that, we cannot dream of
ademocratic, peaceful and prosperousnation. Withlong history of political
violence dating back to colonial period, Nigerianeedsto takefar reaching
decisionsto curbthe menaceandriditsaf of violent democratic system. This
isnecessary since Nigeriacannot afford to beleft behind other African
nations considering its huge human and material resources. Several
recommendationshave been madeon how toimprove our democracy. Some
of the recommendations are considered worthy of mention here:
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(i)

(iii)

(iv)

(v)

(Vi)

Prosecution of perpetrators of election violence: Persons
implicated in election violencewhatever their political affiliation or
positioninthesociety, should beprosecuted toserve as deterrence
toothers. The relevant law enforcement agentslikethepoliceand
asotheJudicid authoritiesshouldlive up toexpectation by bringing
to book the personswho ordered or organized theviolenceaswell as
thosecarriedit out. In thisregard we support the establishment of
Electoral Offences Commissionas recommended by the Electoral
Reform Committee of Justice Mohammed Lawa Uwais, for
the purpose of apprehension, and trial of theoffenders.

Political parties and candidates should oppose violence and
discrimination intheir campaigns, raliesand conventions. Violence
freepoliticsshould bethe platformof thepolitical parties. Thiswill
bringto end theuseof thugsby al groupsof politicians. However, a
violencefreepoliticswill bedifficult until government at dl levelslive
up to expectation, and creates job opportunitiesto our teeming
youthswho areawaysrecruited into political thuggery.

Political campaigns should be based on issues rather than
sentiments. Contestants to political officesat dl levelsof thepalitica
dispensation should refrainfrom invoking sentiment onthe voters aong
ethnic, religious or sectiona consderations. Politicians should not
useuncomplimentary statementsthat are likely toincreasetensions
especidly inthepre-eection period.

Neutrality of law enforcement agents. The police and other law
enforcement agents should be appropriately used by state. They
should be neutral asmuch aspossible, during the preparationsand
conduct of elections. Onnoaccount shouldfederal or sateofficias
attempt to usethe police astheir own personal  armed force.

Provision of adequate security for voters: Toensurevoter’s security,
adequate number of policemen should be deployed outside polling
dations. Thiswill help prevent violence. However, thepoliceshould
refrain from the use of excessive forceto containviolencerelated
to elections. Those suspected of violenceor eectoral misconduct
should be arrested and prosecuted, after proper investigation.

Adeguate preparation by the electoral commission: Thisis
necessary to ensure freeand fair elections. Election plansmust be
finalized beforethedectiontime. INEC, should completeand post
theregister of votersandresolveall claimsor objections fairly and
expeditioudy. Trangparent productionanddigtributionof balots(under

International Journal of Advanced Legal Studies and Governance, Vol. 4, No. 1, April. 2013 72



thewatchful eyesof theopposition), should beensured. Theeectora
body should bevigilant in ensuring that local party membersdo not
replace trained temporary staff intheelection duty.

(vii)  Increase Awareness among Citizens: There is need for wider
paliticd education by thegovernment, civil Society groups, community
aswell as religious leaders. Thiswill increase awarenessamong
votersand other political actorsabout the essenceof electionsunder
ademocratic set up.

(viii)  Youth’'sempower ment: Theyouthswho have constituted the most
politically active group in the country should be economically
empowered to become sdf reliant. A Situation where mgority of the
youths arejoblessis dangerousfor the country and sustenance of
democracy. Asnoted earlier inthis paper, politiciansalwaysemploy
theyouthsasthugsduring € ectionsonly to bedumped after theexercise
Therefore, governmentsat al level sshould hasten the processof job
creationinthecountry inorder to safeguard our democracy.
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