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I. INTRODUCTION 
 

The problem of post-election violence seems to be ever-more present as complexities of nation-building and 

democratic development arise. convergence—electoral violence and its implications to the democratization 

process—has received much less attention from academics, perhaps because large scale political violence is 

commonly associated with autocratic regimes, whereas, all the beautiful attributes of what the electoral process 

should mean for a democratic society cannot be associated with Nigeria. Nigerian electoral history has not been 

a pleasant one. Nigerians have participated in many elections, beginning with the colonial era when the concept 

of elections was first introduced. The electorate has also grown from about 5,000 adults with 100 pounds 

sterling income per annum as qualification to be eligible to vote, to over 70 million voters of 18 years of age and 

above. Elective posts have also increased tremendously and electoral referees have also changed from being 

members of the colonial service whose electoral duties were part time assignments to being members of an 

independent electoral commission on full time employment. Yet, since its attainment of independence in 1960, 

Nigeria has been bedevilled by political instability fuelled largely by an electoral process in crisis. The country 

and her leaders have refused to learn from history and avoid the pitfalls of past mistakes in order to pave the 

pathway for a secure political future. Rather, they have continued to perpetuate the worst forms of our political 

processes characterized by ugly incidents of political thuggery and violence, electoral malpractices both at 

political party level and general elections, unending law suits, crisis of legitimacy, instability and chaos,  

Anifowose (1982); 

 

Over the period of Nigeria’s existence as an independent nation-state, all these negative attributes of her 

political processes have often provided compelling reasons for military adventurists to seize power from its 

civilian collaborators. Without any fear of contradiction, the problems associated with the first post 

independence national election of 1964 and the 1965 Western Region election culminated in the January 15, 

1966 coup. The former was characterized by wide spread rigging, intimidation and chaos that some of the major 

political parties decided to boycott the election, creating in its aftermath serious constitutional dilemma.  The 

latter election of the Western Region was also marred by the problem of massive rigging and other irregularities 

plus wide spread violence, giving the impetus for the first military coup in Nigeria and the culture of instability 

that was to beset the country for over three decades.    

Abstract: Nigeria is a heterogeneous country with diverse and overlapping religious and ethnic divisions. 

Nigerian culture is as diverse as its population, which is estimated to be around 150 million. With the 

regaining of  political process in 1999 after over thirty (30) years of military rule, Nigeria looked set for a 

return to stability and the regaining of its position in the commity of nations particularly in Africa. Wrongly 

so, this was not to be.  Since the 1999 to the 2011 General elections, the Nigeria electoral and political 

landscape has fallen from par to below par and has moved from violence to greater violence. The level and 

magnitude of electoral and political violence has risen and the political elites have often converted poverty 

ridden unemployed Nigerian youths into readymade machinery for the perpetration of electoral violence. 

This is linked to the political system and institution that in theory has failed to political participation and in 

practice has seen the political elites forming bulk of the sponsors and perpetrators of electoral violence.  

This paper therefore, painstakingly analyzed the electoral malpractices and fraud that have characterized 

elections in Nigeria since 1960 till 2011 general elections in chronological order.  In the final analysis, it 

was discovered that virtually all the electoral malpractices and fraud associated with elections including 

violence and crises are carried out by youths, who are paid and hired by politicians as party thugs to 

threatened the electorate and thereby disrupts the smooth democratic process.  Necessary recommendations 

were given to promote and sustain credible, free and fair elections in Nigeria. 
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Other elections that have taken place in Nigeria after the 1964 and 1965 elections have not fared better. The 

1979 elections that saw the emergence of Mallam Shehu Shagari as Civilian president was criticized by 

international observers as having been massively rigged.  The 1983 election, four years later was even worse, 

marred by corruption, political violence and polling irregularities; it provided another set of military adventurers 

the impetus to seize power on December 31, 1983, citing electoral malpractices as one of its reasons for 

overthrowing the civilian government.  The 1999, 2003, 2007 and 2011 elections, four elections conducted 

during this period of twelve years of Nigeria’s democracy have been lampooned by many critics as far from free 

and fair. In fact, the  general election of April 2007, conducted by the existing current electoral body, 

Independent National Electoral Commission (INEC) has been described as the worst election ever held in this 

country as a result of indescribable irregularities which marred the elections and the 2011 general election was 

not  different in all ramifications. This also pushes a signal for forthcoming general election of 2015 in Nigeria. 

 

Perhaps the freest and fairest election in the history of Nigeria was the June 12, 1993 election that was annulled 

by General Ibrahim Babangida, erstwhile self styled military President of Nigeria. Unfortunately, the country 

was deprived of the opportunity of taking advantage of this successful achievement to launch itself on the road 

to true democracy by a greedy and rabid political and military class interested in perpetuating itself in power. 

The vital lesson though from this experience, is that a sound electoral process is dependent on having a solid 

democratic infrastructure in place and vice versa.     

 

 Past elections in Nigeria were characterized by both psychological and physical violence. Generally, violence 

involves the threat or use of physical force with the intention of injuring, killing and intimidating another 

person. Osimen (2012) it also involves destruction of property with a view to inflicting emotional or 

psychological injury and economic loss on another person.  One of the major benefits of democracy is that it 

inhibits collective violence by providing mechanisms for non-violent competition for power and resolution of 

conflicts. Observance of the rule of law and respect for the courts are, however, necessary if this benefit is to be 

realised. Where citizens and government officials ignore the rule of law or disobey court orders, anarchy and 

violence are precipitated. ( Elemika, 2011). 

As Paul Collier & Pedro C. Vicente (2008) point out, voter intimidation may not be very effective in turning 

people into voting against their personal preference, mainly due to the fact that the ballot is cast anonymously 

and in secret, so it may be impossible to know for sure who the intimidated people actually will vote for, and in 

addition, the intimidated people might also decide not to vote at all. Although in the majority of cases people 

tend to be fairly confident about the secrecy of the ballot.  

 

II. ELECTORAL VIOLENCE: AN ATTEMPT AT CONCEPTUALISATION. 

 

Researches on electoral violence is scare and often times focuses broadly with a mixture political and electoral 

violence. However some scholars have made attempt to conceptualize electoral violence. Fischer defined 

electoral violence (conflict) as any random or organized act that seeks to determine, delay, or otherwise 

influence an electoral process through threat, verbal intimidation, hate speech, disinformation, physical assault, 

forced “protection,” blackmail, destruction of property, or assassination (Fischer, 2002). Igbuzor views it as  

“any act of violence perpetuated in the course of political activities, including pre, during and post election 

periods, and may include any of the following acts: thuggery, use of force to disrupt political meetings or voting 

at polling stations, or the use of dangerous weapons to intimidate voters and other electoral process or to cause 

bodily harm or injury to any person connected with electoral processes”(Igbuzor, 2010) 

  

Isaac O. Albert (2007), professor of African History and Peace Studies at the University of Ibadan, defines 

electoral violence as  

[a] forms of organized acts or threats — physical, psychological, and structural — aimed at intimidating, 

harming, [or] blackmailing a political stakeholder before, during and after an election with a view of 

determining, delaying, or otherwise influencing an electoral process (Albert 2007: 133)  

 

What set Albert’s definition apart from Fischer’s is that he does not consider “random acts” to constitute 

electoral violence. Although in this thesis I will mainly focus on organized electoral violence as a tactic used by 

political contenders to influence the outcome of the electoral process, I do acknowledge that elections can also 

trigger random or spontaneous acts of violence among various stakeholders, particularly during the post-election 

phase. However, I would tend to assume that the random acts of electoral violence will follow a somewhat 

different logic than organized does electoral violence, and therefore I would consider it to fall beyond the scope 

of this paper will follow a somewhat different logic than organized does electoral violence, and therefore I 

would consider it to fall beyond the scope of this paper..  
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III. THEORETICAL FRAME WORK 

Theories are employed in helping the researchers to understand and explain political phenomenon. The 

theoretical framework chosen for this paper is the “Group Theory”. The rationale for singling out this theory is 

the deficiencies apparent in some other frameworks which have rendered them inadequate for analyzing the 

problem electoral violence in a real situation. 

Group theory is primary “home grown” beginning with the ground breaking work of Arthur Bentley in 1980s, 

group theory has been developed and applied almost extensively in political phenomena. 

Basic to the group theory are the hypothesis that, the society is nothing other than the complex of groups that is 

composed of and to him, the great task in the study of any social life is the analysis of their groups. Bentley 

(1980) 

In group theory, all politics is group phenomenon and the balance of group pressure tells the existent state of 

society at any given time. The result of group pressure is the one and only determinant course of social policy 

and an individual has no existence unless he belongs to a group. 

 

Some salient questions to ask are: what is the significance of groups in the political system?  And how useful is 

group theory to the study of electoral violence.  Answer to these questions can be placed into two categories. On 

one hand are those who say that group activities are politics, a description of politics. 

It is therefore followed that an approach to the study of politics must be based on the concept of group theorist, 

while on the other hand, emphasis are placed on the interaction, competition and struggles of various groups that 

exist in a society like the referee in a football match, the political system acting as an impartial umpire, arbitrator 

an reconciliatory manage the various group, demand, pressures,  interaction, conflicts and interest through a 

negotiating, bargaining and compromising process to achieve an equilibrium. That is why the theory is also 

described as the “Equilibrium Theory”.  

As the author, of a recent mythological analysis of political system put his emphasis on the group which takes us 

right to the height of the discipline. Most political scientist agreed that a political group exist when man with 

shared interest, organize, interact and seek goal through the political process.  

In fact, David Truman, in his modern interpretation of Bentley augured that those interactions are the group.  

Basic to group theory are the hypothesis that the society is nothing other than the complex of group that was 

believed by Bentley. 

Truman saw group as sort of mosaic and to him, the great task in study of any form of social life is the analysis 

of this group. The resultant of group pressure is the one and only determinant of social policy in the government 

which serves as an adjuster of and balance of interest. Truman (1984) Therefore, the major assumption of this 

theory is that society is in constant conflict and competition. As hobbesian view of society and politics as an 

arena of constant struggle among groups. The individual has no existence unless it belongs to a group. 

 

IV. HOW DO ELECTORAL VIOLENCE PROMOTES IN THE SOCIETY? 

State institutions promote violence  

It has been observed that state institutions through their acts of commission or omission promote electoral 

violence. They include the police, election management bodies and the judiciary. The actions and inactions of 

these institutions in one way or the other provide a hot bed for electoral violence in Nigeria. In cases where 

police aid and abate the rigging of elections as well as the intimidation of voters, it means that the institution that 

should protect the electoral has turned against them.  

 

There is a culture of impunity in Nigerian society  

Despite lip service paid to stumping out violence successive governments in Nigeria have made little significant 

effort to ensure that government officials and members of the security forces implicated in violations of civil 

and political rights, including election-related violence, are held to account. While only small minorities of the 

human rights abuses that have been documented were directly carried out by federal government officials, the 

federal government’s failure to combat widespread impunity for abuses orchestrated by government and party 

officials at the state and local level has fostered the unabated continuation of those abuses.  

Throughout the country, there is an entrenched culture of impunity at all levels of Nigeria’s government which 

stated under the military rule and has remained a source of the country’s worst human rights abuses since the 

return to civilian rule in 1999. On several occasions since then, the Nigerian military has carried out misdirected 

reprisals against civilian populations, destroying entire communities and murdering hundreds of Nigerian 

civilians. No one has been held to account for ordering or participating in those atrocities. The Nigerian police 

routinely torture criminal suspects without trail. The government’s rhetoric and acknowledgement of the 

problem does not translate to tangible actions to bring those responsible to account or prevent future abuses. 

More than 11,000 Nigerians were killed in hundreds of separate outbreaks of inter-communal and political 

violence during the Obasanjo administration. Many of those deaths came about in large scale and apparently 
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highly organized massacres along ethnic and religious lines. No one has been held to account for their role in 

organizing or inciting those massacres. During the same period several high profile Nigerians were assassinated 

in attacks widely believed to be politically motivated, including Attorney General Bola Ige in December 2001.  

This culture of impunity is also a recurring theme in almost all cases of electoral violence, which started as a 

carryover from other forms of unabated human right abuses. Human Rights Watch reported that the 

overwhelming majority of politically motivated cases of violence have not resulted in prosecutions ( Marco & 

Adetula, 2010); Human Rights Watch, 2004; Human Rights Watch, 2007). It attributes this to corruption or 

undue influence of politicians over the police and/or the police inability to carry out effective investigations 

because of inadequate or wasted resources. The 2007 elections provided a vivid illustration of the unshakable 

confidence of many Nigerian public officials and politicians in their culture of impunity. Just as remarkable as 

the massive scale of the fraud that characterized the polls was the openness with which violence, vote theft and 

other abuses were carried out. Several election observer groups reported ballot box stuffing, intimidation and 

other abuses carried out in the most public manner possible.  

Violence unleashed by politicians and their sponsors during elections and other periods of political contestation 

does not simply fade away once the political battles have been decided. In many cases violence fomented for the 

purpose of winning elections has taken on a life and logic of its own and continued to generate widespread 

human rights abuses over the long term. Several Nigerian states have been plagued by enduring violence after 

politicians either abandon or lose control over the gangs they initially employed. These failures are tremendous, 

but in fact the Nigerian government has done far worse than simply fail to address the problem of impunity 

effectively. Through many of its actions the federal government has encouraged the commission of human 

rights abuses at the state and local levels and has thereby undercut its own limited efforts at promoting reform 

and accountability. In many cases federal institutions have worked actively to prevent individuals accused of 

human rights abuses from being held to account.  

Political leaders at all levels perpetrate electoral violence with impunity  

Electoral violence in Nigeria is most often carried out by gangs (commonly called thugs) whose members are 

openly recruited, financed and sometimes armed by public officials, politicians and party officials or their 

representatives. These gangs, comprised primarily of unemployed young men are mobilized to attack their 

sponsors‟ rivals, intimidate members of the public, rig elections and protect their patrons from similar attacks. 

Often, sponsors of electoral violence take time and again to the same criminal gangs, violent campus-based 

“cults” and other sources to recruit agents of political violence. Those recruited are paid, often very little, and 

sometimes armed for the sole purpose of carrying out violent abuses on behalf of their political sponsors.  

 

The absence of institutional and legal solutions against Electoral violence  

There has been so much foot dragging on the establishment of the Electoral Offences Tribunal. The absence of 

such body has (as expected) resulted in the non prosecution of violators. Section 131 of the Electoral Act 2010, 

for example, provides that A person who:  

 

a.  Directly or indirectly, by himself or by another person on his behalf, makes use of or threatens to make 

use of any force, violence or restrain;  

b.  Inflicts or threatens to inflict by himself or by any other person, any minor or serious injury, damage, 

harm or loss on or against a person in order to induce or compel that person to vote or refrain from 

voting, or on account of such person having voted or refrained from voting; or  

c.  By abduction, duress, or a fraudulent device or contrivance, impedes or prevents the free use of the vote 

by a voter or thereby compels, induces, or prevails on a voter to give or refrain from giving his vote,  

 d.  By preventing any political aspirants from free use of the media, designated vehicles, mobilization of 

political support and campaign at an election, commits an offence and is liable on conviction to a fine of 

N1, 000,000 or imprisonment for 3 years.  

 

There above electoral law line and clauses are merely paper work document without adequate machinery in 

place for enforcing it. Nigeria government should set up as a matter of urgency and with consideration to the 

scale of electoral violence in the past three elections set up Electoral Violence Offence Tribunal to enforce the 

law. Moreover, considering what it is at stake in Nigerian politics and desire to win at all cost by the politicians, 

N1.000, 000 or 3 years imprisonment is not enough. All Nigerian politicians can easily afford the former option 

without having to work any harder. Therefore, in order to deter politicians from perpetrating electoral violence 

with impunity, tougher and radical law need to be in place with strong and independent enforcement 

mechanism.  

 

Inadequate documented and public knowledge  

Presently, there are inadequate systematically documented and well codified electoral violence perspectives, 

causes and impact on the credibility of Nigeria’s elections. Although the work of IFES-NAPEN in the lead up to 
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the 2007 elections and other organizations like Human Rights Watch awakened the minds of Nigerian on 

electoral violence, there are still more to be done in stamping a big hold on electoral violence in Nigeria. 

Academic interest, research and projects on electoral violence should be encouraged and INEC should design a 

framework for  

 

 

V. STATISTICAL BREAKDOWN OF ELECTIONS RESULT IN NIGERIA (1960-2011) 

12 December parliamentary election, 1959/1960 

 

Parliamentary elections were held in Nigeria on 12 December 1959. The result was a victory for the Northern 

People's Congress, which won 134 of the 312 seats in the House of Representatives, despite winning more 

votes.  It formed a coalition with five other parties and two independents, holding a total of 148 seats. Voter 

turnout was 79.5%.  

 

TABLE 1: Parliamentary election result (1959) 

Party Votes %    Seats 

National Council of Nigeria and the Cameroons† 2,594,577 34.0        81 

Action Group 1,992,364 26.1        73 

Northern People's Congress  1,922,179 25.2      134 

Northern Elements Progressive Union† 509,050 6.7        8 

Mabolaje Grand Alliance 

610,677 8.0 

       6 

Igala Union        4 

Independents        2 

Independents        2 

Igbira Tribal Union        1 

Niger Delta Congress        1 

Total 7,628,847 100      314 

 
Northern People's Congress-led coalition (148 seats) 

National Council of Nigeria and the Cameroons-led coalition (89 seats) 

Action Group-led coalition (75 seats) 

 

11 August 1979 Presidential Election 

Registered Voters 48,633,782 

Total Votes (Voter Turnout) 

Not Available (N/A) 

Invalid/Blank Votes Not Available 

Total Valid Votes 16,846,633 

 

TABLE 2: 1979 Presidential Election 

S/N  CANDIDATE PARTY NUMBER OF VOTES % OF VOTES 

1 Shehu Shagari NPN  5,668,857 33.77% 

2 Obafemi Awolowo UPN 4,916,651 29.18% 

3 Nnamdi Azikiwe NPP 2,822,523 16.75% 

4 Aminu Kano PRP 1,732,113  10.28% 

 

5 Waziri Ibrahim GNPP 1,686,489 10.02% 

 

6 August 1983 Presidential Election* 

Registered Voters 65,304,818 

Total Votes (Voter Turnout 35.25 perct.) 

Not Available (N/A) 

Invalid/Blank Votes Not Available 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nigeria
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Northern_People%27s_Congress
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Northern_People%27s_Congress
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/House_of_Representatives_of_Nigeria
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/National_Council_of_Nigeria_and_the_Cameroons
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Action_Group_(Nigeria)
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Northern_People%27s_Congress
http://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Northern_Elements_Progressive_Union&action=edit&redlink=1
http://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Mabolaje_Grand_Alliance&action=edit&redlink=1
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Igala_Union
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Igbira_Tribal_Union
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Niger_Delta_Congress
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Northern_People%27s_Congress
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/National_Council_of_Nigeria_and_the_Cameroons
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Total Valid Votes 25,430,096 

 

TABLE 3: 1983 Presidential Election Result 
S/N  CANDIDATE PARTY NUMBER OF VOTES % OF VOTES 

1 Shehu Shagari NPN 12,081,471 47.51% 

2 Obafemi Awolowo UPN 7,907,209 31.09% 

3 Nnamdi Azikiwe NPP 3,557,113 13.99% 

4 Hassan Yusuf PRP 968,974 3.81% 

5 Waziri Ibrahim GNPP 643,805 2.53% 

6 Tunji Braithwaite NAP 271,524 1.07% 

 

12 June 1993 Presidential Election (Aborted)   

Register Voters       39,000,000 (approx) 

Total Votes (Voter Turnout ) Not available 

Invalid/ Blank Votes Not available 

Total Valid Votes 14,235,931  

  

TABLE 4: 1993 Presidential Election (Aborted) Result 
S/N  CANDIDATE PARTY NUMBER OF VOTES % OF VOTES 

1 Mushood Kashimawo Abiola SDP 8,357,246 58.4 

2 Bashir Othman Tofa NRC 5,878,685 41.6 

 

27 February 1999 Presidential Election 

Registered Voters 57,938,945 

Total Votes (Voter Turnout) 30,280,052 (52.3%) 

Invalid/Blank Votes  431,611 

Total Valid Votes 29,848,441 

 

TABLE 5: 1999 Presidential Election Result 
S/N CANDIDATE PARTY NUMBER OF VOTES % OF VOTES 

1 Olusegun Obasanjo PDP 18,738,154 62.78% 

2 Olu Falae AD, 

 AD-APP 

11,110,287 37.22% 

 

19 April, 2003 Presidential Election 

Registered Voters 60,823,022 

Total Votes (Voter Turnout) 42,018,735 (69.1%) 

Invalid/Blank Votes  2,538,246 

Total Valid Votes 39,480,489 

 

TABLE 6: 2003 Presidential Election Result 
S/N  CANDIDATE PARTY NUMBER OF VOTES % OF VOTES 

1 Olusegun Obasanjo PDP 24,456,140 61.94% 

2 Muhammadu Buhari ANPP 12,710,022 32.19% 

3 Chukwuemeka O. Ojukwu APGA 1,297,445 3.29% 

4 Jim Nwobodo UNPP 169,609 0.43% 

5 Gani Fawehimi NCP 161,333 0.41% 

6 Sarah Jubril PAC 157,560 0.40% 

7 Ike Nwachukwu NDP 132,997 0.34% 

8 Christopher Okotie JP 119,547 0.30% 

9 Balarabe Musa PRP 100,765 0.26% 

10 Arthur Nwankwo PMP 57,720 0.15% 

11 Emmanuel Okereke APLP 26,921 0.07% 

12 Kalu Idika Kalu NNPP 23,830 0.06% 

13 Muhammadu Dikko Yusuf MDJ 21,403 0.05% 

14 Yahaya Ndu ARP 11,565 0.03% 

15 Abayomi Ferreira DA 6,727 0.02% 

16 Tunji Braithwaite NAP 6,932 0.02% 

17 Iheanyichukwu Nnaji BNPP 5,987 0.02% 

18 Olapade Agoro NAC 5,756 0.01% 

19 Pere Ajuwa LDPN 4,473 0.01% 

20 Mojisola Adekunle Obasanjo MMN 3,757 0.01% 

21 April 2007 Presidential Election* 

Registered Voters 61,567,036 

Total Votes (Voter Turnout) 

Not Available (approx. 58%) 
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Invalid/Blank Votes 

Not Available 

Total Valid Votes 35,397,517 

 

TABLE 7: 2007 Presidential Election Result  
S/N CANDIDATE PARTY NUMBER OF VOTES % OF VOTES 

1 Umaru Musa Yar’Adua PDP 24,638,063 69.60% 

2 Muhammadu Buhari ANPP 6,605,299 18.66% 

3 Atiku Abubakar AC 2,637,848 7.45% 

4 Orji Uzor Kalu PPA 608,803 1.72% 

5 Attahiru Bafarawa DPP 289,224 0.82% 

6 Chukwuemeka Odumegwu Ojukwu APGA 155,947 0.44% 

7 Pere Ajuwa AD 89,241 0.25% 

8 Christopher Okotie FRESH 74,049 0.21% 

9 Patrick Utomi ADC 50,849 0.14% 

10 Asakarawon Olapere NPC 33,771 0.10% 

11 Ambrose Owuru HDP 28,519 0.08% 

12 Arthur Nwankwo PMP 24,164 0.07% 

13 Emmanuel Okereke ALP 22,677 0.06% 

14 Lawrence Adedoyin APS 22,409 0.06% 

15 Aliyu Habu Fari NDP 21,974 0.06% 

16 Galtima Liman NNPP 21,665 0.06% 

17 Maxi Okwu CPP 14,027 0.04% 

18 Sunny Okogwu RPN 13,566 0.04% 

19 Iheanyichukwu Nnaji BNPP 11,705 0.03% 

20 Osagie Obayuwana NCP 8,229 0.02% 

21 Olapade Agoro NAC 5,752 0.02% 

22 Akpone Solomon NMDP 5,664 0.02% 

23 Isa Odidi ND 5,408 0.02% 

24 Aminu Abubakar NUP 4,355 0.01% 

25 Mojisola Adekunle Obasanjo MMN 4,309 0.01% 

  

*The figures in the table are based on final results announced by Maurice Iwu, Chairman of the Independent 

National Electoral Commission (INEC), on 23 April 2007.   

 

16 April 2011 Presidential Election 

Registered Voters 73,528,040 

Total Votes (Voter Turnout) 39,469,484 (53.7%) 

Invalid/Blank Votes 1,259,506 

Total Valid Votes 38,209,978 

 

TABLE 8: 2011 Presidential Election 
S/N  CANDIDATE PARTY NUMBER OF VOTES % OF VOTES 

1 Goodluck Jonathan PDP 22,495,187 58.89% 

2 Muhammadu Buhar CPC 12,214,853 31.98% 

3 Nuhu Ribadu ACN 2,079,151 5.41% 

4 Ibrahim Shekarau ANPP 917,012 2.40% 

5 Mahmud Waziri PDC 82,243 0.21% 

6 Nwadike Chikezie PMP 56,248 0.15% 

7 Lawson Aroh PPP 54,203 0.14% 

8 Peter Nwangwu ADC 51,682 0.14% 

9 Iheanyichukwu Nnaji BNPP 47,272 0.12% 

10 Christopher Okotie FRESH 34,331 0.09% 

11 Dele Momodu NCP 26,376 0.07% 

12 Solomon Akpona NMDP 25,938 0.07% 

13 Lawrence Adedoyin APS 23,740 0.06% 

14 Ebiti Ndok UNPD 21,203 0.06% 

15 John Dara NTP 19,744 0.05% 

16 Rasheed Shitta-Bey MPPP 16,492 0.04% 

17 Yahaya Ndu ARP 12,264 0.03% 

18 Ambrose Owuru HDP 12,023 0.03% 

19 Patrick Utom SDMP 11,544 0.03% 

20 Christopher Nwaokobia LDPN 8,472 0.02% 

 

    SOURCE: Election in Nigeria (Africa elections database. Africanelections.tripod.com) 

 



O. UWA et al., American International Journal of Research in Humanities, Arts and Social Sciences,  4(1), September-November, 2013, pp. 

45-55 

AIJRHASS 13-323; © 2013, AIJRHASS All Rights Reserved                                                                                                         Page 52 

Table 9: MAP OF Nigeria -showing final result of the states won by Jonathan (in green), Buhari (red), and 

Ribadu (blue) in 2011 General Election.(Other candidates who were featured in the election won none of the 

states). 

 
Historical Events of 2011 Post- Election Violence 

Elections in Nigeria scheduled for January 2011 may well be the first in the country's history featuring a genuine 

political contest between the predominantly Christian South and the Muslim North. Candidates could be 

tempted to leverage Nigerians' ethnic and religious identities for political gain, a practice that may lead to 

widespread electoral violence or even a military coup.  

 

A Presidential election was held in Nigeria on 16 April, 2011, postponed from 9 April, 2011.  The election 

follows controversy as to whether a Muslim or Christian should be allowed to become president given the 

tradition of rotating the top office between the religions and following the death of Umaru Yar'Adua, who was a 

Muslim, and Goodluck Jonathan, a Christian, assuming the interim presidency. 

Following the election widespread violence took place in the northern parts of the country.  Goodluck Jonathan 

was declared the winner on 19 April.  

 

A gentlemen's agreement, within the ruling Peoples Democratic Party (PDP), meant that power rotates between 

the predominantly Muslim north and Christian south every two terms, which means the flag bearer of the party 

for this election was scheduled to be represented by a Northerner.  After the death of President Umar Yar'Adua, 

a Northern Muslim, his Vice President Goodluck Jonathan, a Southern Christian, took over as acting president. 

The suggestion that Jonathan was considering running for the presidency in his own right was controversial as 

Yar'Adua had only served one of the two possible terms as president after Southerner Olusegun Obasanjo.  

  

Due to the zoning system, a Northern Muslim candidate, Ibrahim Babangida, a former general and military 

ruler, and Atiku Abubakar, a former vice president, as expected, ran for the presidency.  After initial doubts, the 

interim president Goodluck Jonathan declared his intention to run for the presidency on 18 September, 2010.  

Muhammadu Buhari is seen by some as a principal opposition to Jonathan besides Nuhu Ribadu.  

There are sixty-three registered political parties in Nigeria, of which twenty-one
 
fielded candidates.  

 

Following a bombing in Abuja during Nigeria's 50th anniversary celebrations and the consequent arrest and 

interrogation of the Director General of Babangida campaign, Raymond Dokpesi, there were calls for him to 

quit the race. In addition, there were others who linked his affiliated to the blasts. He responded in saying it 

would be "idiotic to link" him with attack. Even before the blasts, however, some of his former loyalists, 

popularly called "IBB Boys," apparently asked him to quit the presidential race so as   to avoid being rubbished 

by a non- Army General. 

 

In September 2010, the election commission requested a postponement of the polls citing the need for more time 

to overhaul the national electoral register. Critics were upset over the proposal.  The election was postponed 

from January to April due to the release of a new electronic voter registration software.  
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http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ibrahim_Babangida
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In December 2010, bombs went off in Yenegoa, Bayelsa State during a gubernatorial campaign rally. There 

were also bombings and shootings in the north blamed on Boko Haram. Politicians and police said that the 

campaign of violence aimed to disrupt the election.  

 

The elections were reported in the international media as having run smoothly with relatively little violence or 

voter fraud in contrast to previous elections, in particular the widely disputed  2007 election. Indeed, at least one 

observer pronounced them the most smoothly run elections held since the restoration of democracy 12 years 

earlier. The United States Government was quoted saying, that the election was "successful" and a "substantial 

improvement" over 2007, although it added that vote rigging and fraud also took place, Campbell (2010). 

"Irregularities", such as underage voting and snatching of ballot boxes were reported to have taken place.  

Buhari claimed that his supporters in the south were not allowed to vote.  The election sparked riots in Northern 

Nigeria and in the following months up to 1,000 people are said to have died in post-election violence. 

 

Stages of Electoral Violence 

 According to Aniekwe and Kushie in a book titled Election violence situation analysis explain that, 

Electoral violence can occur at different stages in the election process starting from pre election period 

(registration) to post election period (after results). The crucial thing is for the monitors to understand deeply the 

context and concept of electoral violence for easy and comprehensive reporting of incidents in a way that will 

capture incidents across the stages without neglecting any stage. 

 

Pre-Election Period:  

Pre- Election Day violence can occur during registration period and can lead to massive disenfranchisement of 

voters due to psychological fear. This can in turn threaten the very target of achieving free and fair election is 

any political system. Irregularities in voters register, blurred identity, and poor technical quality might lead to 

void registration and subsequently denials of voting right. This not only disenfranchises the voters but is also a 

trigger to bigger scale violence on the Election Day. Disenfranchised voters who felt disgruntled about the 

process might result to descriptive category (i) as captured by Fischer as a pay back to the state.  

 

Campaign Period:  

Campaign period is also a prominent stage with high tendency for electoral violence. The manifestation is 

mostly during campaigns, political meeting and rallies. It can be intra and/or inter party conflict. In the Nigerian 

context, the deployment of thugs and cults groups to attack opponents and/or supporters of opponents is usually 

the case. This is done with the intention to intimidate opponents and send psychological fear to potential voters. 

Ayoade and Adoeye (2012) . 

 

Election Day Violence Result Conflict  

Election Day violence also constitutes electoral violence. Often times, people have misconstrued electoral 

violence as Election Day violence. In fact, this is one of the stages. Prominent in the list of Election Day 

violence includes burning of election offices and material including ballot boxes and papers, intimidation of 

voters, snatching of ballot boxes, rigging and diversion of election materials. Okafor (2006), In stable 

democracies with contingency plans, alternative means of voting might readily be available but new 

democracies like Nigeria is prone to set back in such cases.  

Post Election/Result Conflict  

Electoral violence can also occur hours and days after elections. This can emanate from dispute over election 

results and the inability of judiciary system to handle election dispute fairly. Post result violence might occur 

where the judiciary is perceived to be partial. This might lead to low level of confidence on the judicial system 

by the candidates and as such would prefer taking laws into the hands than wasting time in a corruptible judicial 

system. The frustration and fear of partial judgment then leads them with the hard option of electoral violence. 

This can also lead to higher scale violence beyond elections. Fischer noted that the manner in which election 

result are announced might also lead to electoral violence and in some cases lead to targeting of setting group or 

ethnic origin in a multiethnic society(Fischer, 2002).  

Lessons from 2011 Post-Election Violence and ways forward 

There are several lessons that can be learnt from the 2011 post-presidential electoral violence as recommended 

by Professor Alemika Etannibi; 

 

a. Electoral laws should meet the minimum requirements of the rule of law doctrine
1
; 
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b. All participants, including government agencies and officials participating in or administering the electoral 

process must observe and respect the rule of law. To do otherwise will encourage violence on the part of 

those who feel cheated; 

c. Security agencies should be adequately equipped to enable them adopt measures for (i)  Preventing and 

controlling violence during political campaigns and elections;  

 (ii) Safeguarding the security of electoral officers; materials, polling stations and  documentation of results;  

d. Police criminal intelligence and investigation capability is grossly inadequate and should be addressed. 

Contemporary crimes require evidence-led strategies, plans and operations. The Nigeria Police Force is 

extremely ill-prepared to curb contemporary crimes of terrorism, insurgency, organised and transborder 

crimes. Police training and deployment as well as procurement of services and facilities should take into 

consideration contemporary forms of security threats. Further, the Nigerian police need to introduce career 

long specialisation in criminal intelligence and investigation, patrols, etc. The current general duty 

paradigm is outdated.   

e.   Politicians should conduct their campaign on the basis of issues rather than attack on personalities or 

mobilisation of religious, ethnic and regional sentiments. Campaign should focus on the implementation of 

the critical national economic, political, social cultural, educational and health objectives in chapter 2 of 

the Constitution.  The citizens want the parties and politicians to articulate their programmes in these areas 

and are not interested in the ‘dance of shame’ being staged across the country by some of the parties in the 

name of political campaign. 

f. The civil society organisations should intensify their efforts in the area of civic education so that the 

citizens can understand the essence of elections, the values of democratic governance and practices, and to 

eschew ethnic and religious sentiments in voting and reactions to election results; 

g. Party agents should be given training on their roles and responsibilities at the polling and counting centres; 

h. The National Orientation Agency, which is the foremost agency of government for enlightenment, 

orientation, political education and mobilisation, should be more active in political, civic and voter 

education 

i. Ethnic and religious leaders as well as politicians, including government officials should not make 

provocative and irresponsible statements that may evoke religious, ethnic and regional prejudices against 

other candidates and incite electoral violence;  

j. The mass media of communication - print and electronic - have important roles to play in enlightening the 

politicians and citizens, exposing miscreants – no matter how well or highly placed - who will not respect 

the laws of the land and the sovereignty of the citizens; set agendas for politicians and parties to address in 

their campaigns, and to enlighten the citizens to make good electoral choices, and to impartially report the 

activities of parties; 

k. Culture of impunity that encourages electoral violence should be discouraged by scrupulous enforcement 

of laws prohibiting electoral violence and illegal arms trade, possession and use;  

l. Electoral Offences Commission recommended by the Electoral Reform Committee (Uwais Committee) 

should be established and adequately funded, staffed and equipped for the purposes of effective 

apprehension, prosecution and trial of electoral offenders;  

m. The security and intelligence agencies, especially the NPF and the Nigeria Customs Service (NCS) should 

be adequately equipped with relevant equipment and appropriately staffed with competent and patriotic 

staff to combat illegal trafficking in arms 

n. Political parties should evolve as instrument of democratic governance rather than servicing as an 

organised criminal enterprise used for seeking, gaining and retaining power in order to rob public treasury. 

 

XI. CONCLUSION 

From the above research work, it is obvious that Nigeria has had a chequered political history since 

independence mainly by the inability to have a government that is a product of free, fair and credible election 

devoid of sentiments.  Virtually all elections since independence were hotly contested, crisis ridden and 

characterized by bitter electoral disputes.  All the elections that have been conducted by the various electoral 

bodies since independence beginning with the federal electoral commission (FEDECO), National Electoral 

Commission (NEC), National Electoral Commission of Nigeria (NECON) and the recent Independent National 

Electoral Commission (INEC) have been marred by serious allegation of fraud and violence.  Besides, the 

possibility of failure of democracy as a result of failed election is serious enough for us to reflect on the danger 

and threat which the elections have continue to pose to the success of democracy in Nigeria. 

 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

Any reasonable and reliable attempt at finding an effective strategy to curb the incessant requires the following 

suggestions: 
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There is the need for the citizens to exercise their civil right through the organization and conduct of free and 

fair elections. 

There is the need to effectively regulate the behaviour and actions of contestants, voters as well as all the 

stakeholders in the entire electoral process and to carefully and painstakingly come out with a framework of 

rules and regulations covering all aspects of the electoral and political process. 

There is the need to effectively police the election process and to enforce rules and regulations by assigning 

well-trained, impartial and honest law enforcement and security agents to help secure the electoral process. 

Politicians convicted of sponsoring violence and crisis during elections should be banned from participating in 

politics. 

Adequate security should be put in place to safe guard the lives and properties of the electorate as well as that of 

the electoral officials during and after the elections. 

Vote counting system and aggregation should be made as transparent as possible to ensure public confidence in 

the process. 

An autonomous Electoral Crimes Commission (ECC) should be consulted by the government to deal with cases 

of electoral crimes and severe punishment should be melted out to those convicted by the commission. 

The Independent National Electoral Commission (INEC) should be made truly independent and given the free 

hand to operate as such and should be free from executive control. 

There should be expedite action in the hearing of application of election petitions so as to ensure that all cases 

arising from elections should be dispensed before the swearing in of the winners. 

Those who are to be appointed to hold the election petition tribunals should be judicial officials with credible 

track records. 

The funding of the independent electoral commission (INEC) should be charged on the consolidated revenue 

fund so as to remove it from direct executive control and enhance its independence. 

There should be an extensive and comprehensive political education for all the citizen. 

The issue of godfatherism should be dealt with all the seriousness it deserves to pave way for credible, free and 

fair election. 

The political offices should be made less attractive financially, as this would reduce “do or die” attitude 

exhibited by most politicians. 

There should be vigorous awareness campaign for the politicians to make them understand that to come into 

politics, is to come to serve the people and not an avenue to amass wealth. 

There should be room for independent candidates to contest elections as this would enable credible people with 

integrity who would not be given the chance by the political parties to come into politics. 
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