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Abstract
From the pre-independence era to the General Elections conducted in 2019,
violence has remained a pervasive feature of elections conducted in Nigeria
and Nigeria has not succeeded in conducting a violence-free election
at the national and sub-national levels till date. For this reason, this study
examines the motivations for electoral violence and its typologies in Nigeria.
It also chronicles electoral violence and identifies the political parties that
perpetrate electoral violence in Nigeria. Lastly, it identifies the consequences
of electoral violence in Nigeria. The study identifies the luscious nature of
the Nigerian public offices, the politicization of identities, high level of youth
unemployment, and institutional defects as motivations for electoral violence
in Nigeria. It also uncovers that electoral violence perpetrated in Nigeria are
either structural, physical, or psychological perpetrated by both ruling and
opposition parties. It identifies that electoral violence impacts negatively on
human security and voters’ turnout in the elections conducted in Nigeria.

Keywords: youth unemployment; alimajiri; operation wetie; incumbent party;
opposition party

Introduction

elections conducted in many African
states and specifically Nigeria have been

Elections constitute a major pillar of
democracy that give eligible voters the
freedom to exercise their franchise1in
electing

their

desired

candidate

at

the national and sub-national levels of
governance in a democratic state. They also
serve as the thermometer for ascertaining
the degree of democratic wellness or
otherwise of a democratic state/system
and the bellwether for predicting its future.
Unarguably, the future of democracy in a
state is among other factors contingent
on the ability of the electoral umpire to
regularly conduct transparent and credible
elections that are free from intimidation
and attack of voters, opponents, and poll
officers.
Apart from the electoral umpire, political
parties, security officers, the mass media,
and

non-governmental

associations

such as election observers play pivotal
roles in the success or otherwise of the
electioneering process. In a democracy,
political parties perform the function of
political

recruitment,

voter

education,

aggregation of people’s interest, political

enmeshed in pre-election, election-day,
and post-election violence23.
Nigerian political parties and desperate
office seekers are renowned for converting
street urchins and unemployed youths to
political thugs. These political thugs are
mobilized, empowered, and incentivized
to

perpetrate

the

intent

material,

electoral

of

violence

manipulating

electoral

processes,

with

electoral
electoral

umpire, voters, and the outcomes of
elections. Rather than promoting national
integration and healthy politicking, these
political parties have become mischievous
agent perpetuating pre-election, electionday, and post-election violence.
Electoral violence has remained a pervasive
feature of elections conducted in Nigeria
since

independence;

Nigeria

has

not

succeeded in conducting a violence-free
election at the national and sub-national
levels.

Violence

perpetrated

before,

during, and after elections have resulted
in the death of thousands of Nigerian
voters, poll, and security officers, while

that have been staggering in their efforts

many others have been displaced by
election-related violence across Nigeria.
Against this worrisome backdrop, this
study examines the motivations for
electoral violence in Nigeria. Secondly,
it identifies the typologies of electoral
violence in Nigeria and provides an
overview of electoral violence in Nigeria.
It also identifies the political parties
that perpetrate electoral violence and
the consequences of electoral violence

towards democratic consolidation. Since

in Nigeria.

communication,

national

integration,

among others. Through their actions and
reactions, they can also perform negative
roles that jeopardize the electoral processes
and outcomes especially in plural societies
where ethnic and religious differences are
manipulated and politicized.
Electoral violence is a noticeable feature
of democratizing states, especially those

the colonial and post-independence era,

Motivations for
Electoral Violence
in Nigeria
Many causal factors make electoral violence
attractive

within

the

Nigeria

political

ecology. Firstly, the nature of Nigerian
politics is a major motivation for electoral
violence. Nigerian politics is designed in
a way that political offices are gateways
to public coffers and political power gives
public office holders unfettered access to
loot, amass, and siphon public wealth. The
financial and material incentives attached

and the retention of these contestations
by successive generations of Nigerian
politicians have intensified the conception
of elections as a battleground for testing
ethno-regional supremacy and national
control.

Consequently,

post-election

violence often features violent mobilization
of ethno-regional and religious identities
against persons considered as others. This
was exactly the situation in the 2011 postelection violence in Kaduna state which was
a manifestation of the polarization of the
electorate and the age-long contestations
over the ethno-religious group that should
control the state7.

to each political office are too luscious,

Thirdly, electoral violence in Nigeria thrives

exorbitant, and attractive that every Tom,

on a high level of unemployment, hunger,

Dick and Harry wants to secure access by

and extreme poverty condition that makes

all means. Based on this, Nigerian elections

unemployed Nigerian youths and adults

are rarely seen as an avenue to wield state

amenable to recruitment as political thugs

power for service, rather, many Nigerian

by political parties and desperate political

politicians conceive elections and public

office seekers. As of 2019, Premium Times

offices as platforms to augment their weak

quoted Chris Ngige, the Nigerian minister

resource base , fatten their bank accounts,

of Labour and Productivity, as saying that

and enrich themselves, their patrons, and

Nigeria’s youth unemployment rate was

cronies. Consequently, the election period

estimated to hit 33.5% in 20208. This is

is reduced to violent contest in which

further complicated by high rates of out-

politicians and their supporters attack

of-school children christened alimajiri in

opponents, their supporters and politicize

Northern Nigeria. The alimajiri population

and manipulate ethno-religious identities

constitutes over 13.2 million children9 of

and national formations4 to mobilize voters

Northern Nigerian origin. Rather than

in favor of their candidates and against

being enrolled in schools, parents of these

opponents. By exploring ethnic, tribal, and

children send them to Arabic schools

“religious and regional division to gain

where they are taught Islamic education

political advantage” , political parties and

and made to fend for themselves through

their candidates make the political ecology

street

conducive for electoral violence to occur

children are readily recruited by politicians

and escalate.

and converted to stooges who foment

45
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Secondly,

ethno-religious

tension

and

contestations for ethnic and regional
supremacy among Nigerian nationalists
who marshalled the Nigerian independence

begging.

These

out-of-school

electoral violence on their behalf and in
exchange for fringe benefits such as food,
money, and arms.

election

is often unleashed by incumbent and

violence in Nigeria thrives on inadequate

opposition political parties preparatory

voter

internal

to the perpetuation of physical violence.

party democracy, manipulation of the

It is tactically aimed at creating a fearful

electoral umpire and electoral process by

electoral atmosphere that will discourage

incumbents, and desperation on the part

massive turnout at the poll12. A notable

of political parties. It often manifests when

example was the declaration by President

political parties and candidates incite

Olusegun Obasanjo that the 2007 General

supporters against political opponents and

Election was going to be a “do-or-die

manipulate the number of votes cast and

affair”. Similarly, President Muhammadu

election results. This is further complicated

Buhari, the former Presidential candidate

when the electoral process is designed in

of the Congress for Progressive Change

a way that allows for systemic rigging that

in the 2015 General Election was credited

gives undue advantage to incumbents.

with psychological threats that “if what

At

the

institutional

education,

level,

absence

of

Typologies of Electoral Violence
in Nigeria
Electoral violence includes all forms of
violence perpetrated by individuals and
groups before, during, and after election to
manipulate the processes and outcomes
of elections through threats and actual
attacks. Following the classification of
violence into physical, psychological, and
structural violence by Galtung in 1999,
Iroanya and Aondowase identified three
typologies of electoral violence. According
to them, electoral violence could be
perpetuated

physically,

psychologically,

and structurally . These typologies are
10

typical of violence perpetrated in elections
conducted in Nigerian. Physical attack on
persons identified as obstacles to electoral
success

11

is prevalent during election but

is more prevalent before the poll. Records
of pre-election political assassination and
election-day attacks on voters, political
opponents, party supporters, and leaders
abound on the pages of literature on
electoral violence in Nigeria.

happened in 2011 (alleged rigging) should
happen again in 2015, by the grace of
God, the dog and the baboon would all be
soaked in blood”13. Based on this, the postelection violence of 2011 was credited to
the threat statement of the CPC candidate
ahead of the election14.
Structural

violence

is

predominantly

employed by incumbent political parties
and political godfathers who have wielded
or are currently wielding power over state
resources and machinery10. These set
of powerful political figures manipulate
the electoral umpire and security officers
to

create

ground

for

unequal
political

electoral

playing

candidates

and

tactically disenfranchise voters10 in places
considered

strongholds

of

opposition

parties. By this, the opposition is denied
equal access to state-owned media and
advertorial services.

Chronicles of Electoral Violence
in Nigeria
The historical trajectory of electoral violence
in Nigeria is traceable to the colonial era15.

Psychological violence is not often used

However, other factors account for its

independently of physical violence. It

sustenance till date.

Nigerians had no

previous experience of a formal election

factors the military officers capitalized on

until the introduction of electoral principle

for seizing power.

by the Richards Constitution. Similarly,
they had no prior experience of electoral
violence until the manipulation of the
1951 election that held in Kano by the
British colonialists16 which began to sour
the relationship between people from
Northern and Southern Nigeria.

The

Nigerian

1979

elections

were

conducted and overseen by the military
regime of Gen. Olusegun Obasanjo and
were devoid of electoral violence. Before
the conduct of the 1983 federal elections,
the military had handed over power.
Consequently, desperate office seekers,

The colonial division of Nigeria along

electoral strategists, and manipulators

regional lines (Northern, Eastern, and

had ample opportunity to manipulate the

Western

prepared

electorates, electoral processes, electoral

the ground for electoral contests and

umpire, electoral materials, and electoral

violence perpetrated along ethnic lines2.

outcomes. Electoral violence was recorded

This was manifested in the violence that

nationwide but the most lethal was the

erupted from the defeat of Dr Nnamdi

governorship

Azikiwe in the Western Regional House of

Entire family members of politicians were

Assembly in 1952, the electoral violence in

assassinated while houses were burned,

the 1959 General Election, and violence-

including the state headquarters of the

ridden Federal Election of 1964.The most

electoral empire (FEDECO)2.

Region)

further

unfortunate was the Western Region
Election of 1965 which was violenceridden before, during, and mostly after the
election. The 1965 electoral violence was
caused by state-sponsored manipulation
of the electoral processes and outcomes in
favour of the Nigeria National Democratic
Party and frustration of legal actions taken
by the Action Group to seek redress2. The
election was keenly contested by Chief
S. L. Akintola of the NNDP and Alhaji
Adegbenro of the Action Group.After
the poll, contrasting results were read
and announced by the media, and while
Akintola was announced as the winner of
the poll, Alhaji Adegbenro was declared
the winner. Adegbenro’s declaration of
the formation of his government led to
his arrest, instigating youths to embark on
burning of houses belonging to members
of NNDP. This is captured in literature as
operationwetie which was one of the major

election

of

Ondo

State.

Similarly, the 2003, 2007, and 2011 General
elections were characterized by political
assassination,

open

rigging,

political

thuggery, intimidation of voters, ballot
snatching, intimidation by poll security
officers, and incumbent’s use of electoral
umpire and security officers to manipulate
the

electoral

process

and

outcomes.

Specifically, ahead of the 2003 General
Election, President Olusegun Obasanjo
alleged that desperate political office
seekers were mobilizing political thugs to
cause trouble during the election, and of
a truth, political killings were perpetrated
across the nation. Ahead of the 2007
General election, President Obasanjo of the
People’s Democratic Party made a verbal
solecism that the election would be a ‘door-die affair’11. The election was marred
with violence across the six geo-political
zones in Nigeria.

The 2011 general elections featured intense

destroyed, and carted away. Specifically,

political violence, assassination, and violent

violence was perpetrated by supporters of

clashes between members of the ruling

the APC and the PDP at the federal, state,

and opposition parties across the states of

and at the federal and state elections18.

Nigeria. Street urchins and unemployed

Soldiers and officers of the Nigerian police

youths were mobilized by political parties

were alleged to have indulged in election-

against

of

related violence in the Presidential, National

opposition parties. The electoral violence

Assembly, Governorship and State houses

began

of assembly elections18.

candidates
with

the

and

members

combative

electoral

campaign across Nigeria, leading to clashes
and violent killings between supporters of
the ruling party and the opposition. The
most gruesome of the electoral violence was
the post-election violence which occurred
in Bauchi State where angry mobs and
supporters of the Congress for Progressive
Change (CPC) unleashed mayhem that
resulted to the death of 10 fresh University
Graduates of Southern origin who served
as INEC Ad-hoc staff during the election.
Many others were killed and more than
4,500 became internally displaced persons
in their fatherland.

In the Governorship elections held in
Bayelsa and Kogi States on November 16,
2019, despite the deployment of armed
security personnel, there was large scale
pre-election,

election-day

and

post-

election violence which attended the
fierce contest between supporters of
the All Progressives’ Congress (APC) and
those of the People’s Democratic Party19.
The Nigerian Tribune citing Center for
Democracy and Development avers that
not less than 10 persons were killed while
at least 129 incidents of electoral violence
were recorded in both states. The most

In the 2015 General elections, a total of

gruesome of these deaths was the arson

106 persons were killed in election-related

that led to the death of a Party’s women’s

violence in all the geo-political zones of

leader in Kogi state20.

Nigeria. The Nigerian 2019 Election held

Which Political Party
Perpetrates Electoral Violence
in Nigeria?

amidst intense ethno-religious tensions,
Boko Haram insurgency, and the unhealthy
contest

between

the

incumbent

All

Progressives’ Congress of Nigeria (APC)

Debate on the identity of the political party

and the People’s Democratic Party (PDP)

responsible for using violence as a tool

candidates. As of March 2019, not less

for rigging and influencing the processes

than 626 persons were killed in election-

and outcomes of elections in Nigeria has

related violence nationwide right from

generated widespread polemics among

the campaign period to the last day of the

Nigerians, scholars, and political analysts.

election in March 2019 .Political thuggery

There are two dominant postulations on

and snatching of ballot materials all

the identity of the party that recourses to

impacted natively on voters’ turnout and

the employment of violence as tactics of

credibility of the elections17. Poll officers

winning elections; the first perspective

were attacked in polling units identified as

identifies the incumbent which has the

strongholds of the opposition party, while

power and resources of the state at its

poll materials were forcefully hijacked,

disposal21.This has been the dominant

17

thesis in the literature on electoral violence.
Studies have shown that the incumbent
political party at the federal and state level
is mostly associated with the undemocratic
practices of employing violence against
opposition to remain in office at all costs.22.
The

second

perspective

holds

that

Lagos, Kogi, and Bayelsa States.
In addition, incumbents’ use of violence
and voter intimidation in scaring voters
away from the poll was recorded in the
2007

General

Election21.

Furthermore,

the incumbent party at the governorship
level

in

Kogi

State

(All

Progressives’

most

Congress) employed large scale violence

predisposed to mobilizing violence to rig

to retain power in Kogi State. In the 2019

elections. A study on the Nigerian 2007

gubernatorial election in Bayelsa State,

General Election conducted by Collier

the opposition party (All Progressives’

and Vincente revealed that the weakest

Congress)

political party is most predisposed to

intimidation of voters, vote-buying, and late

employing the strategy of intimidating

arrival of poll materials and other tactics

voters to manipulate the outcomes of

to rig the governorship poll. The quest to

election23. According to them, this is

win the Bayelsa governorship poll has

because the incumbent party wields the

been an age-long goal of the incumbent

coercive power of the state and controls

party. Bayelsa is an oil-producing state

the state’s resources, making it powerful

that has been under the leadership of the

enough to buy votes and indulge in

People’s Democratic Party since the return

electoral misconducts. On the other hand,

to democratic governance in 1999. It is

opposition/weak party is disadvantaged

the hometown of the erstwhile President

concerning access to state funds and the

Goodluck Jonathan, a PDP card bearing

ability to influence the activities and actions

member. In Oyo state, political thugs of

of state security and electoral institution,

the incumbent party (All Progressives’

thereby necessitating the deployment of

Congress) were in a live video tape

violence23.

threatening voters who were of the intent

aggrieved

opposition

party

is

However, the realities of electoral violence
in the Nigerian 2019 General elections
readily suggest that the employment of
violence was relative and situational in
nature. The incumbent and opposition
parties were culpable in the intimidation
of voters and violent attacks on voters,

relied

on

federal

might,

of voting for the governorship candidate of
the opposition party (People’s Democratic
Party) to stay away from the polling centre
or face the risk of being harmed. A similar
incident was reported by the Human
Rights Watch in “Gama, Dala, and Masoka
areas in Kano” state18.

electoral materials, and officers in different

In another conceptualization, electoral

locations and for different reasons. For

violence in Nigeria has erupted from

instance, the incumbent party combined

both intra-party and inter-party clashes.

the use of violence and systemic delay in

Factional

the arrival of poll materials and officers to

of a party before and during primary

gain political advantage in polling units

elections and inter-party classes during

identified as strongholds of the opposition

campaign period are not uncommon

party in the gubernatorial elections held in

causes of electoral violence in Nigeria’s

clashes

among

members

political history. A notable example is the

2011 post-election violence25. It has also

recurring inter-party clashes between the

brought about fear of attacks and actual

incumbent party (People’s Democratic

attacks on voters, members and supporters

Party)

of opposition parties, and officers of the

and

the

opposition

party

(All

Progressives’ Congress) in River’s state. It
escalated into a warfare-like contest in the
2019 Governorship election in the state18.

electoral management body.		
Electoral

violence

has

so

impacted

negatively on the quality of elections

Consequences of Electoral
Violence in Nigeria

conducted in Nigeria that they repeatedly

Electoral violence has both human security

of freeness, fairness, equity, transparency,

fall short of the yardsticks for evaluating

and electoral implications. Human security
which is entrenched in the United Nations
Development

Programme

(UNDP)

is

conceptualized as having two components:
“freedom from fear” and “freedom from
fear”24. Electoral violence constitutes severe
threats to “freedom from fear” which
connotes freedom from threats of violence
and

actual

violent

attacks.

Electoral

violence often leads to the fear of being
attacked and killed by political thugs. In
the annals of electoral violence in Nigeria’s
political history, electoral violence has led
to arsons, destruction of vehicles, offices of
the electoral commission, and other stateowned and personal valuables. It has also
led to violent attacks that have occasioned
the death of voters, poll officers, security
officers, and the political thugs themselves.
Electoral

violence

constitutes

severe

threats to the community and personal
security of Nigerian citizens. Even though
there exists no unified data on the total
number of lives lost to electoral violence
before 2003, it has been suggested that
100 persons were killed during the 2003
general elections, 300 in 2007, 800 in
201125of which 700 were killed in Kaduna
State alone6, and 626 in the 2019 General
elections26. Also, over 75,000 persons were
displaced nationwide as a result of the

the quality of election. As they fail the test
and credibility, they have been described
with adjectives such as ‘bad’, ‘worse’,
‘worst’, ‘warfare’, and ‘militarized’ elections.
Electoral

violence

impacts

negatively

on voters’ turnout12, electoral credibility,
and democratic governance in Nigeria.
Intimidation of voters and violent attacks
often scare voters from the poll. To address
this, apart from officers of the Nigerian
Police, the Nigerian government began to
militarize elections conducted in Nigeria
by deploying officers of the Nigerian army
and other paramilitary agencies to police
elections since the 2014 governorship
election

in

Ekiti

State.

However,

intimidation of voters by the same army
officers deployed to police election has
continued to question the justification for
deploying the in the first place.

Conclusion
Election is one of the major pillars of
democracy that gives eligible voters the
freedom to exercise their franchise27 in
electing their desired candidates at all
levels of government in a democracy. It also
serves as the thermometer for ascertaining
the degree of democratic wellness or
otherwise of a democratizing state and
a

major

determinant

sustainability.

of

democratic

Electoral violence is characteristic of states

administrative compromise are identified

that are transitioning into democratic

as the motivations for electoral violence in

governance. These are states that have

Nigeria.

not attained democratic consolidation and
have undulated at one point or another in
their democratization efforts. Many states
in Africa fall into this category. Since the
colonial era, Nigerian elections have been
violent with devastating electoral and
security implications. The study explores
the

motivation

for

electoral

violence

and identifies the typologies of electoral
violence in Nigeria. It discusses the nature of
the political party that perpetrates electoral
violence and highlights the consequences
of electoral violence in Nigeria.

The study identifies that electoral violence
perpetrated at all levels in Nigeria can be
categorized into physical, psychological,
and structural forms. It also identifies
that both the incumbent and opposition
parties are complicit in electoral violence
and the employment of electoral violence
in the 2019 general election was relative
and situational in nature. The study
identifies that electoral violence impacts
negatively on human security and the
quality of elections conducted in Nigeria as
it has led to the death of many voters, poll

The luscious nature of Nigerian politics,

officers, politicians, and security officers. It

manipulation

or

of

also encourages low voters turn out which

ethno-religious

identities,

ethnic

and

is often motivated by the fear of being

supremacy,

high

politicization

regional

contest

level

unemployment

and

of

institutional

for

and

attacked and killed by political thugs.

poverty,

deficiencies

and
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Abstract
Election is perceived as the most peaceful means of power transfer in a democratic
setting. It enhances competitive struggles to secure power in a prescribed rule of the
game constitutionally. Nigeria is a democratic state currently undergoing its longest
democratic transition, unprecedented in the history of the country, in which six
consecutive uninterrupted General Elections have been conducted. However, the major
issue of concern with Nigeria’s democratisation is youth participation and exclusion from
politics. A major factor behind the marginalisation of youth is linked to the transparency
question in terms of party financing and money politics. This study critically examines
how the process of party financing excluded Nigeria’s youth from participating in the 2019
General Elections. The study used a qualitative case study method. Data were gathered
from primary and secondary sources. The primary sources included in-depth interviews
with relevant stakeholders in the field, direct participant observation and consultation
of government’s primary documents. The secondary sources were books, journals,
newspapers, reports from organisations and agencies, and internet sources. The data
collected were discussed and interpreted using statistical techniques of tables, charts
and a model. It is found that youth were largely hindered from participating in Nigeria’s
2019 General Elections in terms of contesting and winning of elective seats due to heavy
use of money in party financing and campaign expenditure. The study thus recommends
that the viable alternative for youth to actively participate in Nigerian politics actively is to
form parties and reduce the cost of obtaining party nomination forms in order to contest.

Keywords: General Election; Nigeria; Party Financing; Transparency; Youth Participation

Introduction
Election is a machinery through which
democratic governance is operated. It
is a peaceful way of transferring power
based on the citizens’ majority choice. It
is anticipated that democracy should be
accountable and transparent because of
the way leaders emerge by allowing them
to compete for power using persuasion
and which at the same time give liberty
and freedom of choice to the electorates
(Smith, 2012). Most of the countries of the
world today operate electoral democracy
(Buttorf, 2019). Africa is currently in a state of
democratic renewal due to the intensified
internal and external pressure for most
of the countries to allow for an enabling
environment suitable for democratisation
(Adejumobi, 2015). Nigeria is one of the
success stories of Africa’s democratisation
in which the transition to civilian rule in the
Fourth Republic (1999-2020) witnessed the
longest and unprecedented democratic
rule in the history of the country. In the
Fourth Republic, six (6) consecutive
elections were conducted successfully
which indicates that democracy has come
to stay in the country as expected (Page &
Tayo, 2018).
One of the areas of concern in Nigerian
democracy is the question of transparency
and youth participation (European Union,
2019). Party financing is a phenomenon
that is being critically and closely watched
by electoral bodies of the world to compel
compliance and ensure transparency and
credibility of elections globally (Institute for
Democracy and Electoral Assistance, 2014
and Transparency International 2015). In
Nigeria, there are set rules and regulations
for party financing and campaign
expenditure to encourage accountability,
transparency, credibility, and integrity of
electoral process and general elections
in the country (Sule, Azizuddin, Mat &
Ibrahim, 2019). However, the constitutional
provisions themselves do not support
youth participation because even the set
limit for campaign spending is seemingly
beyond the reach of the youth category
(Sule, Azizuddin & Mat, 2018). But this has
not been the problem. The problem is that
the entire electoral process in the country
from party primaries and nomination to
the general election weed out the youth

due to influence of money politics, bribery,
corruption, excessive spending, violation of
rules in terms of vote buying, and financial
recklessness (Sule, 2019).
This study critically examined one of the
most influencing factors that hinder
the Nigerian youth from participating
in politics which is lack of transparency
in party financing. There may be several
reasons why youth are finding it difficult
to take up political positions in the country,
but this study is limited to party financing
as the premise of analysis.

Literature Review
The reviewed literature bothers on the
fundamentals of the subject matter of
study including an examination of the
2019 General Elections; overview of party
financing, party financing in Nigeria, and a
review of youth and political participation
in Nigeria.

Examination of the 2019 General
Election
The 2019 General Election is perceived
as a deepening of democratic practice
in Nigeria because it increased the
tally of the consecutive uninterrupted
general elections in the Fourth Republic
to six (6). The Election was heralded by
political rigmaroles and challenging
issues which were recorded previously
in the past elections (YIAGA Africa, 2019).
Such issues included the controversies in
party primaries, court litigations in postprimaries, vote buying and bribery during
the party primaries, postponement by the
electoral body the Independent National
Electoral Commission (INEC), politics of
decamping and characterised violence
during the General Election (Sule, Umar
& Sambo, 2020). The INEC registered 92
political parties and 73 of them contested
for the Presidency but the contest was
a clear battle between the ruling APC
of Muhammadu Buhari and the major
opposition PDP of Atiku Abubakar.
The results indicated that the APC
candidate secured 55.54% of the total votes,
the PDP scored 41.18% while other parties
scored 3.28% (Sule, 2019). Governorship

elections were conducted in 29 states out
of the 36 and the ruling APC won 15 while
the main opposition PDP won 14. For the
National Assembly, the APC won a total
senatorial seat of 66, PDP 43 and YPP 1. For
the House of Representatives, APC won 222
seats, PDP 118, APGA 9, ADC 3, PRP 2, AA 2,
SDP 1, ADP 1, LP 1, and APM 1. The results
in general indicated a landslide victory
for the ruling APC. However, there were
allegations and reports from the opposition
and international observers. This study
also reports that violence and rigging
characterised the process, particularly in
the gubernatorial elections in some states.
The process of party financing is still
obscured and no report or audited financial
statement has been forwarded to the INEC
till the time of writing this work. This has
been confided in the researchers by the
informants consulted in various categories.
There is a seemingly brazen violation of
spending limit and the sources are yet to
be determined or ascertained whether
it is a legal or illegal source (Sule, 2019).
It is the unlimited use of state resources
and excessive spending that is the major
constraint to youth participation in the
Election as reported in the latter part of
this work.

Overview of Party Financing
Political party financing even in mature
democracies is associated with scandals,
and in others a high cost of politics which
eliminates competition. This development
compelled many governments to enact
new laws or amend the provision of their
laws to regulate excessive spending and
money politics through the introduction
of some measures and reforms such as
transparency, disclosure, expenditure, and
contribution limits as well as subsidies to
parties and candidates (Alexander, 1989).
The most difficult task in party financing
is the task of definition and the logic of
limitation because the term is contextdependent and contested (Organisation of
Economic Cooperation and Development,
2013). Ferguson (1995) believes that the
investment theory of party competition
derivation determines the nature and
pattern of party financing in America and
other developed countries. Parties receive
excessive funding through competitive
struggles from investors’ beneficiaries.

Political party financing is a cartel of party
business and power struggles where the
elites provide a means of securing power
through ways that are questionable in
terms of transparency (Piccio & Van Biezen,
2018). Wulff (2017) suggests that the legal
framework for party financing in SubSaharan Africa, East Africa, North Africa,
and South Africa is still weak and is fraught
with corruption, abuse of state resources,
illegal sources, and lack of transparency.
This has corroborated an earlier study by
Bryan & Baer (2005) using 22 countries
with most of them from Africa and few
from other continents. The study by Bryan
et al. (2005) established that the process of
party financing in the selected countries
studied is shrouded in bribery, corruption,
abuse of state resources, excessive funding,
clientelism and patrimonialism, especially
in Africa.
Money is essential in democracy and in
steering the affairs of political parties
because it determines who gains access
and influence. Political party financing is
characterized by corruption. Many countries
have experienced major scandals involving
parties and their sources of funds and the
effects of their financial support (Williams,
2000). Walecki (2015) further submits
that a greater part of political funding is
“irregular or illegal”. Scandals involving
party financing is reported in the US in
1972, Italy in 1992, Germany in 1999, Brazil in
2005, UK in 2006, Finland in 2007, France
in 2011, Japan in 2011, and Spain in 2013
(Walecki, 2015). Additionally, Sule, Azizuddin
& Mat (2018) reported a similar scandal in
Nigeria in the 2015 General Election. Such
scandalous corrupt party financing globally
involves funding from infamous sources,
demand for contributions from servants,
political contributions for favours, contract
and policy change, foreign private sector,
limiting access for funding to opposition
parties, and abuse of state resources.
Politics is a business which relates to vote
buying using state resources in many
cases.
Corrupt practices in party financing can be
regulated through the civil society, media,
voters, independent political finance
regulator, and party’s internal control
(Walecki, 2015). Additionally, Walecki (2017)
reported that public funding is the major
solution in some countries, with a specific

reference to political parties in Muslimdominated societies.
Money and politics cannot be separated
in
modern
democracies
and
this
uncontrollable phenomenon is what is
leading to serious campaign for financial
reforms to foster transparency in the
electoral process (La Raja, 2008). A study on
the funding of political parties and election
campaigns reported a global phenomenon
of corrupt practices, irregularities, violation
of regulations, and excessive spending,
with the African continent as the worst
affected by these malpractices (Falguera,
Ohman, Smilow, Piccio and Londono &
Zobatto 2014). A follow-up research to the
above by IDEA (2016) disclosed the level of
progress in terms of the state of funding of
parties in Africa. The finding revealed that
lack of reform of regulatory frameworks
and low level of compliance to the existing
rules are the major problems of party
financing in Africa. Vote buying, abuse of
state resources, lack of disclosure of sources
of private income, and weak oversight and
enforcement of rules are the practices that
violated party financing regulations in
Africa (IDEA, 2016).

Party Financing in Nigeria
Party financing in Nigeria has been in
place since the attainment of political
independence in 1960. The democratic
experiment in the country has been
frustrated by incessant and intermittent
military coups in the 1960s, 1970s, 1980s,
and even in the 1990s (Sule, Azizuddin
& Mat, 2017). Just like other parts of the
world including the advanced democratic
countries, party financing in Nigeria is
characterised by illegal funding, bribery
and corruption, abuse of state resources,
and violation of regulations (Sule,
Azizuddin & Mat, 2018). Fortunately, Nigeria
is one of the African countries with wellarticulated regulations for party financing
as entrenched in the 1999 Constitution as
Amended and in the Electoral Act 2010.
Section 225 (1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6) and Section
226 (1, 2 and 3) of the Nigerian Constitution
provide for detailed sources of finance,
legal sources, disclosure, and auditing as
well as scrutiny of the party’s campaign
expenditure. Section 88 (a and b) of the
Electoral Act 2010 provide for campaign
expenditure offences and sanctions, while

Section 89 (1, 2, 3 and 4) provides for auditing
and scrutiny of the party’s and candidates’
sources of finance and expenditure within
a stipulated period after the election.
Section 91 (1, 2 and 3) and Section 92 (1, 2, 3,
4, 5 and 6) of the Electoral Act 2010 provide
for the maximum spending limit of all
electoral offices in Nigeria (Sule, 2018).
Party financing laws were inherited from
the British Order-in-Council LN 117 of 1958
which clearly identified the candidates
and their parties as the financiers of their
campaign expenditure. Two major cases
of corruption were recorded in the First
Republic (1960-1966) in party financing
involving National Council of Nigerian
Citizens (NCNC) and Action Group (AG)
members. In the Second Republic (19791983), the 1979 Constitution in Section 205
provided for government’s grant to parties.
In the Aborted Third Republic (1990-1991,
popularly tagged ‘aborted’ because the
process of transition was started by the
Military Regime of Ibrahim Babangida in
1989 but the final election was annulled on
June 12, 1991), politicians and their parties
were mainly the sources of campaign
financing even though the government
provided some grant for members (INEC,
2005). In the Fourth Republic, the parties
were given grant from 1999 until it was
abrogated by INEC in the 2010 Electoral
Act which identified private funding and
other related sources as the legal sources
for campaign expenditure. The process
of party financing in the Fourth Republic
is attended with corrupt practices and
violation of regulations as observed by many
scholars (Walecki, 2003; INEC, 2005; Lawal,
2015; Aghara, Nwaizugbo, Chukwuemeka
& Onyeizugbe, 2015; Olorunmola, 2016; Sule
et al. 2017; Sule, 2018; Sule et al. 2018, Sule et
al, 2018 and Sule et al. 2019). Money politics,
clientelism, vote buying, bribery of INEC
officials and other stakeholders, excessive
spending, abuse of state resources by
ruling parties, and violation of financing
regulations are the major hallmarks of
party financing in Nigeria.

Youth and Political Participation in
Nigeria
The youth are the most productive segment
of the population in any society. Societal
progress and development are based on
plan for catering for youths’ needs and

development (Khokhar, 2017). The United
Nations (2018) defines youth as the section
of a country’s population which falls within
the age category of 14-25. Tekindal (2017)
and Ibezim (2019) characterize youth as the
age of transition and seeking.
Africa is the global centre of youth
population where it is estimated that by
2050, the population of the youth would
be 830 million equivalents to 63% of the
total population (UNDP, 2018). Nigeria is
one of the countries in the world that has
a dominant youth population. Out of the
estimated 200 million population, more
than half is youth within the age category
of less than 30 (Mbah, 2018) and the
country’s average median age according
to the United Nations (2018) is eighteen
(18). However, the political offices in the
country are dominated by the older ages
in the category of age bracket fifty (50) and
above which marginalise the youth in the
process.
Political participation is the process of
direct or indirect involvement in political
activities such as party membership,
voting, support, policy input, and contest
for a political position (Sloam & Henn, 2019).
For the purpose of this study, youth political
participation is restricted to contest and
winning of a constitutional elective office.
Youth political participation in Nigeria was
remarkable during colonial rule where the
nationalists fell within the age bracket of
20-40 and after political independence for
over thirty (30) years where several youths
aged 30 and below held the positions of
Heads of State, Ministers, Governors, and
Senators. However, in the Fourth Republic,
the level of political participation among
youth in Nigeria is discouraging despite the
demographic strength. For instance, 51.1%
of the voters in the 2019 General Election
falls within the age category of 18-30 but no
single youth within the same age category
made it to the Governorship, Senate, and
House of Representatives position within
the same age bracket (European Union,
2019). Factors that are attributed as a
hindrance to youth participation include
money politics, party financing, ethnoreligious politics, socioeconomic situation,
political culture, and nature of political
parties in the country (YIAGA Africa, 2019).

Theoretical Framework
The work adopted the Transparency and
Elite Theories to explain the concept being
investigated. The Transparency Theory
originated from the American perspective
in the 1940s and later spread to other
parts of the world. It is an attempt to
promote good governance, accountability,
and transparency for both the leaders
and
the
electorates
(Shrivastava,
2015). Transparency Theory has three
fundamental
propositions:
the
first
assumption is that the level of transparency
of the government towards its citizens
is a measurement for understanding
democracy and governance in that country;
the second proposition is that democracy
is measured by a scale of transparency
of the political actors in the political field
while the third is transparency is not the
exclusive right of democracy only though it
is mostly measured in a democratic setting
than in other forms of governments.
The Elite Theory came into being in
the 1930s from the Italian Sociologists
Vilfredo Pareto (1939), Gaetano Mosca
(1939), Roberto Michel (1949), and Political
Scientist Ortega (1932). The Theory
assumed that society is divided into two
main groups: the elite and the masses.
Unlike the Marxist’s contradiction and
antagonism, Elite Theorists postulated
that there is a harmony because the elite
is coordinated, organised, intellectual,
and skilful in manipulating their way into
power in the society. The minority elite
class is influential in decision making and
power control because they are politically
developed and economically advanced.
Through the prowess of political and
economic power, they tend to dominate
politics in the society using some shrewd
process. Mitchel (1949) advanced that
the ‘Iron Hand of Oligarchy’ is sometimes
necessary to compel obedience and
support by the elite against the masses.
The above two theories are applicable in
the context of this study. The Transparency
Theory which explains that a country’s
democracy can be measured by its level
of transparency indicates that the nontransparent and corrupt party financing
process in Nigerian election is affecting its
democracy, including youth participation
despite their numerical strength in the

voting process. On the other hand, the
Elite Model is adopted in this study to show
that the elite in Nigeria are utilising their
access to power and economy to continue
to manipulate their way onto power. This is
inspite of the fact that they are usually the
minority with a disadvantage in terms of
voting age since the vulnerable youth are
the majority.

Methodology
The study adopted the qualitative case
study approach as the method for data
collection and data analysis. It is a qualitative
case study because the study anchors its
analysis on a particular area of study which
is Nigeria and a specific case which is party
financing and youth participation in the
2019 General Election (Simmons, 2014 and
Lune & Berg, 2017).
Data for the study were collected from
two major sources: primary and secondary
sources. The primary sources consist of an
in-depth interview with selected informants
among the relevant stakeholders in the area
and subject of study. In this category, five
(5) different groups were interviewed. The
first category is national party executives
from the two major contending parties in
the 2019 General Election which are two (2)
each from the APC and the PDP. The second
category is made up of politicians six (6)
of whom were selected and interviewed
also from the two major political parties of
APC and PDP who contested for seats at
the national level based on access to them.
The third category consists of three senior
INEC officials who were interviewed. The
fourth category comprised three (3) senior
academics who are experts in the area of
study were identified and interviewed. The
last category is made up of six members
of civil society organisation selected from
those that are based in Abuja the capital of
Nigeria. A total number of twenty-two (22)
informants were selected in this category.
This is justified by Sharan (2009) and
Creswell (2014) on the adequate number of
informants for an interview in a qualitative
research. The questions were designed
separately for each group in a semistructured mode to enable for a flexibility
of response.
The second primary source is direct
participant
observation
where
the

authors themselves served as collation
officers in various constituencies during
the Presidential, National Assembly,
Gubernatorial, and State Houses of
Assembly Elections in their respective
States. They secured first-hand information
based on observation and participation.
The third primary source comprised
government documents, including the
Nigerian 1999 Constitution as Amended
and the Electoral Act 2010. The secondary
sources are documented materials such
as books, journals, official statistics, reports
from agencies and organisations, and
internet sources (Scott, 2006). The data
obtained from the field were discussed and
interpreted using statistical techniques
such as tables, charts, and a model in
relation to the previous findings in the
field and the application of the theoretical
framework.

Discussions and Findings
In this part of the study, the data obtained
based on the information from the field
work and existing works were discussed,
analysed, and interpreted for findings and
contribution to the body of knowledge.

Money Politics and Party Primaries
Money politics and party primaries
constitute one of the major reasons
why youth are excluded from political
participation in Nigeria. The entire process
of party primaries and general election is
characterized by lack of transparency in
terms of the use of money by the dominant
elites to buy their way into power. All
the informants that were interviewed in
the study from category A, B, C, D and E
confessed that excessive use of money
in primaries and vote buying in the 2019
General Election affected the process.
Many scholars (Abba & Babalola, 2017;
Adekeye, 2017, Page et al. 2018; Verjee,
Kwaja & Onubogu, 2019) support the above
notion that the process of party primaries
in the build up to the 2019 General Election
was influenced by too much spending. A
study by Sule (2019) disclosed the views of
many Nigerians on how the ruling APC and
the opposition PDP used money in a nontransparent way during the party primaries
and the preparation towards the General
Election in 2019. This is a great factor that
discouraged the youth who are not rich

enough to compete and survive in a money-laden Nigerian politics.

The above views correspond to the assumptions of Transparency Theory that Nigerian
party financing is not transparent and the Elite Theory which suggests that the dominant
ruling class always have their way in terms of dominating the political arena. The cost of
ticket alone in party primaries of the two (2) major contending parties revealed that the
Nigerian youth who are living in an economically-volatile environment cannot afford to
contest. This is presented in table 1 below.

Table 1: Comparative Cost of Ticket for Party Primaries in APC and PDP
Position

APC

PDP

Presidential Ticket

N45 million

N12 million

Governorship Candidate

N22.5 million

N6 million

Senate

N7 million

N4 million

House of Representatives

N3.85 million

N1.5 million

State House of Assembly

N850, 000

N600, 000

Source: Lawal 2018.

Legal Provision for Campaign Expenditure: How Adequate and Feasible is it
for the Youth?
The constitutional provision for campaign expenditure in Nigerian election is captured in
Section 89 and its Sub-Section in Electoral Act 2010. This is presented below in the table.

Table 2: Legal Provision for Campaign Expenditure of Electoral Offices in Nigeria

Position

Spending Limit

Presidential Candidate

N1 billion ($3, 183, 870.91 million)

Governorship Candidate

N200 million ($636, 774.18 thousand)

Senatorial Candidate

N40 million ($127, 354.84 thousand)

Member Federal House of Representatives

N20 million ($63, 677.42 thousand)

State House of Assembly Members

N10 million ($31, 838.71 thousand)

LG Chairman Candidate

N10 million ($31, 838.71 thousand)

LG Councillorship Election

N1 million ($3, 183.871 thousand)

Source: Electoral Act 2010 Section 89 (1)

There is an argument (Sule et al. 2019) that the current provision in terms of campaign
expenditure is not feasible considering the nature of Nigerian politics which is influenced
by money. However, all the informants interviewed in categories A, B, C, D and E disclosed
that the Nigerian youth cannot afford such amount of money for undertaking the
responsibility of their campaign if they contest for a political office. The most disheartening
discovery is that politicians have been spending in multiple of more than the set limit right
from party primaries because INEC is not properly monitoring and sanctioning them as
provided in Section 89 (2) of the Electoral Act 2010 (Sule, Azizuddin & Mat, 2017). If the youth
cannot afford the amount stipulated in the current legal provision and if the provision is
inadequate if transparency is to be maintained, then this study can submit that youth
are excluded from participation in Nigerian politics financially. Such views support the

submission of Transparency Theory that the process of a country’s democracy is used
to measure its level of governance. It also reiterates the Elite Model assumption of the
domination of the political field through sublime ways by the ruling elite.

Youth and the Level of Participation in the 2019 General Election
The information obtained from the field revealed that the youth make up the highest
section of the population of voters in Nigeria they have ironically turned out to be the
most marginalised section in holding higher political offices. The following model is the
summary of the elective offices and the age brackets of the holders according to the
views obtained from the informants.

Figure 1: Showing the Elective Office Holders and the Age Category in Nigeria’s 2019
General Election

Source: Data from field survey converted into a model by the authors, 2020.
The figure above clearly shows that youth are totally excluded from participation in
Nigerian politics in terms of contesting for top political offices if we take into account the
United Nations age bracket of youth by conceptualisation which is 14-25. Even a broader
and a more flexible definition of youth provided for example in the Quran (Chapter 46
Verse 15) from an Islamic perspective which is 18-40 years is still inadequate for the Nigerian
youth to record a breakthrough into mainstream Nigerian politics. This is inspite of having
the highest category of voters of 51.1% of the total registered voters. This simply means the
youth are not voting for their fellow youth due to influence of money politics because the
youth do not have enough money to compete favourably with the older age categories.

Party Financing and Youth Exclusion in Politics: A Transparency Question
Party financing is considered by most of the informants as the bane of youth participation
in politics in Nigeria, particularly in the 2019 General Election as indicated in figure 2 below:

Figure 2: Summary of Informants’ Views on the Percentage of Elective Political Office
Holders Based on Age Category in the 2019 General Election

.
Source: Field Survey, 2020
Additionally, to support the above statistics, the views of informants classified and
summarised revealed that money politics and party financing are the main reasons why
youth could not participate in Nigerian politics in the 2019 General Election.

Figure 3: Views of Informants on the Factors that Prevent Youth from Political Participation
in the 2109 General Election

Source: Field Survey, 2020
This is a clear indication that the stakeholders and informants with a high degree of
information on the process and conduct of the 2019 General Election agreed that money
politics and party financing are the major factors that inhibit youth participation in politics
in Nigeria.

Conclusion and Recommendation
The study concludes that transparency is the major reason for youth exclusion from
participating in Nigerian politics especially in the 2019 General Election. This is because
the process of party primaries, party financing, General Election, and the socioeconomic
situation in the country could not allow the youth to compete with the septuagenarians
that dominate the political arena for several decades. Thus, for the youth to participate
in Nigerian politics accordingly, the study recommends that the youth should utilise
their demographic strength to establish a youth party and make the cost of obtaining
nomination forms for party primaries affordable based on the youth’s financial status.
Also, there should be an intensified campaign against money politics by the media, civil
society, academics, intellectuals, and international donors.

References
1.

Abba, S. A. & Babalola, D. (2017) Contending Issues in Political Parties in Nigeria.
Africology: The Journal of Pan-African Studies, 11(1), 118-134.

2. Abdullahi, Y. A. (2010). The Holy Quran: Translation, 6th Edition. London: Krause
Books.
3. Adejumobi, S. (2015). Democratic Renewal in Africa: Trends and Lessons Learned.
In Adejumobi, S. (Ed.) Democratic Renewal in Africa, 1-20. New York: Palgrave
Macmillan.
4. Adekeye, M. A. (2017). Party Primaries, Candidate Selection and Intra-Party Conflict
in Nigeria: PDP in Perspective. Covenant University Journal of Politics and
International Affairs. 5(1), 22-39.
5. Aghara, V., Nwaizugbo, I., Chukwuemeka, E., & Onyeizugbe, C. (2015). Changing
Perspectives in Politics Marketing in Nigeria. Review of Business and Finance
Studies, 6(2), 105-115.
6. Alexander, H. E. (1989). Comparative Political Finance in the 1980s. New York:
Cambridge University Press.
7. Buttorff, G. J. (2019). Authoritarian Elections and Opposition Groups in the Arab
World. New York: Palgrave Macmillan.
8. Bryan, S. & Baer, D. (2005). Money in Politics: A Study of Party Financing Practices
in 22Countries. Washington: The National Democratic Institute for International
Affairs.
9. Creswell, J. W. (2014). Research Design: Qualitative, Quantitative & Mixed Methods
Approaches. California, USA: Sage Publication.
10. European Union (2019). European Union Election Observation Mission: Final Report.
Abuja: EU.
11. Falguera, E., Jones, S. & Ohman, M. (2014). Funding of Political Parties and Election
Campaigns: A Handbook on Political Finance. Stockholm: Institute for Democracy
and Electoral Assistance.

12. Federal Government of Nigeria. (1999). Nigerian 1999 Constitution as Amended.
Abuja, Nigeria: Federal Government Publication.
13. Federal Government of Nigeria and Independent National Electoral Commission.
(2010). Electoral Act 2010. Abuja, Nigeria: INEC.
14. Ferguson, M. (1995). Golden Rule: The Investment Theory of Party Competition and
the Logic of Money-Driven Political Systems. Chicago: The University of Chicago
Press.
15. Ibezim, E. A. C. (2019). The Philosophy of Youth Inclusion in Nigerian Politics: Trends,
Challenges and Prospects. Journal of Religion and Human Relations. 11(1), 119-136.
16. Independent National Electoral Commission. (2005). Political Party Finance
Handbook. Abuja, Nigeria: INEC Publication.
17. Institute for Democracy and Electoral Support (2015). Funding of Political Parties
and Election Campaign: A Handbook of Political Finance. Stockholm, Sweden:
International Institute for Democracy and Electoral Assistance.
18. Institute for Democracy and Electoral Support (2016). The State of Political Finance
Regulations in Africa. Stockholm: IDEA.
19. Khokhar, T. (2017). How is the World Youth Population Changing? World Bank.
Retrieved from https://blogs.worldbank.org/opendata/chart-how-worlds-youthpopulation-changing.
20. La Raja, R. (2008). Small Change: Money, Political Parties, and Campaign Finance
Reform. Michigan: Michigan University Press.
21. Lawal, S. M. (2015). An appraisal of Corruption in the Nigeria Electoral System.
European Scientific Journal. 11(25), 1-18.
22. Lawal, M. (2018). FACT CHECK: How Much do the APC ?and PDP Nomination Forms
Actually Cost? Retrieved from https://www.legit.ng/1190547-fact-check-how-apcpdp-nomination-forms-cost.html.
23. Lune, H. & Berg, L. (2017). Qualitative Research Methods for the Social Sciences.
Edinburgh: Pearson Education Limited.
24. Mbah, F. (2018). Nigeria: Growing Demand for Youth Inclusion in Politics. Retrieved
from
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2018/08/nigeria-growing-demand-youthinclusion-politics-180809084233452.html.
25. Mosca, G. (1939). The Ruling Class. Michigan: University of Michigan Press.
26. Olorunmola, A. (2016). Cost of Politics in Nigeria. Abuja, Nigeria: Westminster
Foundation for Democracy.
27. Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development (2013). Background
Paper. Money in Politics: Sound Political Competition in Government. Paris: OECD.
28. Ortega, Y. G. (1932). The Revolt of Masses. New York: W.W. Norton & Company Inc.

29. Page, M. T. & Tayo, S. (2018). Countdown to February ?2019: a Look Ahead at Nigeria’s
Election. London: Chatham House, the Royal Institute of International Affairs.
30. Piccio, D. R. & Van Biezen, I. (2018). Political Finance and the Cartel Party Thesis. In
Mendilow, J. & Phelippeau, E. (Eds.) Political Party Funding, pp.68-83. Cheltelham:
Edward Elgar Publishing Limited.
31. Roberto Michel (1949). First Lectures in Political Sociology. New York: Harper Touch
Book.
32. Scott, J. (2006). Social Research and Documentary Sources. In J. Scott (Ed.)
Documentary Research (Vol. 1, pp. 23-79). London, England: Sage Publication.
33. Sharan, M. P. (2009). Qualitative Research Method. San Francisco, USA: John Wiley
& Sons.
34. Shrivastava, A. (2015). Theory of Transparency: The Right to Know. California, USA:
University of Petroleum and Energy Studies: Bepress Limited.
35. Simons, H. (2014). Case Study Research: In-depth Understanding in Context. In P.
Leavy (Ed.) The Oxford Handbook of Qualitative Research (pp. 455-470). New York,
USA: Oxford University Press.
36. Sloam, J. & Henn, M. (2019). YOUTHQUAKE 2017: The Rise of Young Cosmopolitan in
Britain. New York: Palgrave Macmillan.
37. Smith, S. B. (2015). Chance, Strategy, and Choice: An Introduction to the Mathematics
of Games and Elections. New York: Cambridge University Press.
38. Sule, B., Azizuddin, M., Sani, M., & Mat, B. (2017). Political Party Financing and
Corruption in Nigeria’s Fourth Republic: The Case of 2015 General Elections. Arts
and Social Sciences Journal 8(4), 2-8.
39. Sule, B. Azizuddin, M. Sani, M. Mat, B. (2017) Political Behaviour and Voting Pattern
in Nigeria’s Fourth Republic: The Case of 2015 Presidential Election. Asia Pacific
Journal of Education Arts and Sciences 4(4), 1-13.
40. Sule, B. (2018). Political Party Financing and Election Reformations in Nigeria’s
2015General Election: Issues and Impacts. PhD Thesis submitted to the School
of International Studies, College of Law, Government and International Studies,
Ghazali Shafie Graduate School of Government, Universiti Utara Malaysia.
41. Sule, B. Azizuddin, M. Sani, M. Mat, B. (2018). Impact of Political Party Financing
on Integrity of 2015 General Election in Nigeria. Tamkang Journal of International
Affairs 22(2), 165-218.
42. Sule, B. Azizuddin, M. Sani, M. Mat, B. (2018). Corruption and Electoral Process in
Nigeria: Examining the 2015 General Elections. Journal of Technosocial. 10(1), 1-16.
43. Sule, B. (2019). Money Politics and Party Primaries in Nigeria’s Preparation Towards
the 2019 General Election: The All Progressives Congress (APC) and People’s
Democratic Party (PDP) in Focus. 7th Annual International Conference on Social
Injustice. Sociology and Criminal Justice Department, Virginia State University.

44. Sule, B. (2019). The 2019 Presidential Election in Nigeria: An Analysis of the Voting
Pattern, Issues and Impacts”. Geografia Malaysian Journal of Society and Space.
15(2), 129-140.
45. Sule, B. Mat, B. Mohd Sani, M. A. & Ibrahim, S. Y. (2019). Sources of Political Parties
Campaign Expenditure in Nigeria’s Fourth Republic: Examining the 2015 General
Election. International Area Studies Review. 22(3), 1-22.
46. Sule, B. Adamu, U. & Sambo, U. (2020). The 2019 General Election: Examining
the Issues, Challenges, Successes and Lessons for Future General Elections.
International Journal of Social Sciences Perspectives.
47. Tekindal, M. (2016). The Position of the Youth in Political Participation. Sosyal Politika
Calismari Dergisi. 17(39), 119-140.
48. Transparency International (2015). Corruption Perception Index: Transparency
International Report. Retrieved on 29th December, 2017 from https://www.
transparency.org/cpi2015.
49. United Nations (2018). World Youth Report: Youth and the 2030 Agenda for
Sustainable Development. Washington: United Nations.
50. United Nations Development Programme (2018). Promise or Peril? Africa’s 830
Million Youth by 2050. Washington: United Nations.
51. Verjee, A. Kwaja, C. & Onubogu, O. (2019). Nigeria’s 2019 Election: Change, Continuity
and the Risk to Peace. Washington: United States Institute of Peace. Retrieved
from www.usip.org.
52. Vilfredo, P. (1939). The Mind and Society. United States of America: Harcourt Brace
and Company INC.
53. Walecki, D. M. (2003). Political Money and Political Corruption: Considerations for
Nigeria INEC Civil Society Forum. Abuja, Nigeria: USAID Publication.
54. Walecki, M. (2015). Public Funding in Established and Transitional Democracies.
In Walecki, M., Casas-Zamora, K., Genckaya, O., Ammar, D., Sarkis-Hanna, C., EkmekjiBoladian, K. & Elobaid, E. A. (Eds.), Public Funding Solutions for Political Parties
in Muslim-Majority Parties, pp.25-38. Washington: International Foundation for
Electoral Systems.
55. Walecki, M. (2017). Political Parties and Political Corruption. Stockholm: Organisation
for Cooperation in Europe.
56. Williams, R. (2000). Aspects of Party Finance and Political Corruption. In William, R.
(Ed.), Party Finance and Political Corruption, pp.1-14. New York: Palgrave Macmillan.
57. Wulff, A. (2017). Legal Framework for Political Parties in Selected Countries of SubSaharan Africa. Nairobi: Konrad Adenauer Stiftung.
58. Yadav, V. (2011). Political Parties, Business Groups, and Corruption in Developing
Countries. New York: Oxford University Press.
59. YIAGA AFRICA (2019). Statement on the 2019 Presidential Election Results.

Retrieved from https://www.yiaga.org/yiaga-africa-watching-the-vote-statementon-the-2019. presidential-election-results/.

Photo by Max LaRochelle on Unsplash

INTERROGATING THE
ECONOMIC DICHOTOMY
OF NIGERIAN WORKERS
AND THE POLITICAL
CLASS
BY
AYITI, SAMUEL BABATOLA & OJOGBEDE T.
OLAMIDE

INTRODUCTION
“

Politicians often use contracts
to siphon money from state
coffers, and many business
moguls have grown rich on the
back of close relationships with
top officials, juicy government
contracts, or protectionist
policies

”

A gulf of difference exists between Nigerian
working class and the political class in terms of
remuneration for work done. While the mass of
the workers at both formal and informal sectors
toil for several hours daily but earn pittance
as salaries, the political class work far less and
earns jumbo pay. Also, while the working class
depends entirely on their meagre pay for a
living, the political class has perfected several
strategies to earn more, such as security votes
that run into millions of naira, 10% kickbacks
from contracts, different allowances, and
others. Thus, while the poor live from hand to
mouth, the political class revels in opulence
and getting richer by the day. Today, despite
the huge natural resources available, there
are millions of Nigerians who work but remain
poor. Wage inequality and wide margin in the
reward system especially between the workers
at the formal and informal sectors and the
political class remain a worrisome situation in
the country.
Between 2004 and 2010, inequality in Nigeria
significantly worsened, with the upper class
benefiting from dubious tax waivers and
legislators receiving earnings that were among
or the highest in the world. The number of
people living in poverty, meanwhile, increased
from 69 million in 2004 to 112 million in 2010,
despite an average economic growth of more
than 7%. In the same period, the number
of millionaires in Nigeria increased by 44%.
According to Page, “The overlap between
political and economic power in Nigeria is

near total.” He/She further observes that
“Politicians often use contracts to siphon
money from state coffers, and many
business moguls have grown rich on
the back of close relationships with top
officials, juicy government contracts, or
protectionist policies” (2017).
The truth is that many Nigerian
workers today live in pitiable conditions,
cannot afford three square meals nor
have access to quality health care and
yet they work round the clock. Those
who retire from active service cannot get
their gratuities and pensions, while many
of them die because of frustration and
petty sicknesses. Kupoluyi somments on
this sad scenario thus: “It is sad to note
that many people work in Nigeria without
having anything to show for it because
of the prevailing economic situation and
the excess burden being placed on them
by many unemployed relative and other
dependants” (2017, cited in The Punch
Newspaper, 15th May). The implication of this

is that rather than becoming prosperous,
most Nigerian workers live in penury and
abject poverty.
Nigeria is part of that group of
African countries that has no real reason
to advance for its perpetually high
poverty rates. There is no other reason
than corruption or incompetence. The
country is the 6th largest producer of
petroleum in the world; it is the 8th largest
exporter and has the 10th largest foreign
reserves. But despite being the 3rd biggest
economy in Africa, Nigeria ranks 160th out
of 177 countries on the scale of the Human
Development Index (HDI) (Michael, 2012).
The revenue accruing from oil provides the
largest source of income for the nation. The
country has become overly-dependent on
its oil sector whereas other areas of the
economy such as agriculture, palm oil
production, and coconut processing are
on the decline, thereby aggravating the
problem of unemployment in the country.

Nigeria possesses a stark dichotomy
of wealth and poverty. Despite the country’s
vast oil wealth, most Nigerians are poor,
with 71 per cent of the population living on
less than one dollar a day and 92 per cent
on less than two dollars a day. Although
the country is rich in natural resources, its
economy is yet to meet the basic needs
of the people. Such disparity between the
growth GDP and the increasing poverty
is indicative of a skewed distribution of
Nigeria’s wealth (UNICEF, 2007).
Consequently,
due
to
mismanagement, bad governance, and
the deliberate impoverishment of the
masses by the political class, the 2007
United Nations Human Development
Index ranks Nigeria 158 out of 177
countries; this is a significant decrease
in its human development rank of 151 in
2004 (Transparency International, 2017).
About 64 per cent of households in Nigeria
consider themselves to be poor while 32
per cent of households say their economic

situation had worsened over a period of
one year. Globally, 2.5 billion people still
live in poverty (Transparency International,
2017). By 2030 the population is expected
to reach 8.5 billion. This is a global issue: no
country is without poor people or without
corruption. But Nigeria’s situation is critical;
the corruption perception index report
places Nigeria as the 148 least corrupt
nation out of 175 countries (Transparency
International, 2017).
It is evident that the issue of poverty is
not a new phenomenon in Nigeria. Almost
all previous regimes have contended with
the issue. By mid-1999, for example, when
the country returned to democratic rule,
the percentage of people who were below
the poverty line (living on less than $1USD
per day) was estimated to be as high as
70% (Sela-i-martin and Subramanian,
2008). For instance, official data published
by Nigeria’s National Bureau of Statistics
shows that the percentage of Nigerians
living in abject poverty, calculated on
$1 USD per day, based on an adjusted

had increased from 54.7% in 2004 to
61.2 % in 2010 (National Bureau of Statistics,
2012). According to the World Bank, Nigeria
with 7% of the world’s poor people now
ranks as the third largest contributor to the
world’s poverty figures, next to China (13%)
and India (32%) (Ogunbiyi, 2014). Sadly
though, many Nigerian workers constitute
most of this poor people whereas the few
privileged political class live in opulence by
milking the commonwealth of the country
to their personal advantages.
Recently, the pay packages of public
officeholders, particularly the salaries
and allowances of the National Assembly
members, have been an issue of concern
among Nigerians. Their packages became
so obvious that an average Nigerian is
worried whether they are living in the
same country because their earnings are
in contrast with the current economic
reality and rule of fairness. Whereas the
resources of the country are supposed
to be for the good of all as envisaged by
the constitution of the Federal Republic
of Nigeria, the reality is different due to
corruption and leadership failure.
It is in recognition of this that those
who drafted the 1999 Constitution of the
Federal Republic of Nigeria (As Amended)
considered it fit to include what is termed

the Fundamental Objectives and Directive
Principles of State Policy as contained in
Chapter II of the Constitution. Section 16
provides as follows: (1) The State shall, within
the context of the ideals and objectives
for which provisions are made in this
Constitution., (a) harness the resources
of the nation and promote national
prosperity and an efficient, a dynamic
and self-reliant economy ?for every citizen
on the basis of social justice and equality
of status and opportunity; (b) control the
national economy in such manner as to
secure the maximum welfare, freedom
and happiness of every citizen on the basis
of social justice and equality of status and
opportunity. (2) The State shall direct its
policy towards ensuring (a) the promotion
of a planned and balanced economic
development; (b) that the material
resources of the nation are harnessed and
distributed as best as possible to serve
the common good; (c) that the economic
system is not operated in such a manner
as to permit the concentration of wealth or
the means of production and exchange in
the hands of few individuals or of a group
(FRN, 1999 cited in Babalola, 2018). However,
inequality, disparity, and injustice have
become the order of the day in Nigeria
against this constitutional provision. This
must have informed Babalola to argue
that:

The clear intention of Section 16(2) (c) of the Constitution is that the
wealth of the country, the means of production and exchange should
not be concentrated in the hands of a few individuals or a group. This
is to avoid a situation where a class would be strikingly wealthy while
the other class would be terribly poor. Before self-government, the
gap between the rich and the poor was negligible if, at all, it existed.
Indeed, during the self-government era, the gap was virtually not
noticeable. It was not until the late 70s that the class of very poor and
tycoons emerged. The middle class was however seriously affected.
In the process of acquiring massive wealth by the tycoons, the middle
class which in civilized countries is both the engine of development
and employer of majority of workers was gradually weakened
(Babalola, 2018).

70 %

Nigeria ranks as the third largest
contributor to the world poverty
figures, next to china (13%) and
India (32%).

The percentage of
people living on
less than 1 USD per
day is estimated to
be as high as 70%

The critical questions this paper is set to
provide answers to are: why is it that a
country which so blessed with numerous
and valuable mineral resources and fertile
lands has over 50% of her population living
below poverty line? What explains the
wide gulf in the reward system between
the workforce who are in the majority
and few political classes? What are the
consequences of poverty among the
working class on corruption in the country?
The paper therefore tries to
interrogate the economic dichotomy of
the working class and the political class
in Nigeria. It is divided into seven sections.
Section one is the introduction; section
two is the conceptualization of the key
concepts; section three is the theoretical
framework; section four takes a look at
Nigerian workers and the political class and
why poverty exists in the midst of plenty;

section five deals with the minimum wage
and the wages of political officeholders:
what accounts for the gulf in the reward
system; section six deals with implications
of poverty among the working class on
corruption in Nigeria, while section seven
is the conclusion highlighting probable
policy recommendations.

Conceptual
Clarifications
Corruption
There are two main contending
viewpoints as far as the definition of
corruption is concerned. The first viewpoint
or class of definitions, which is the most
common by the way, defines corruption
as involving “the misuse of public office for
private gain” or “abuse of public power for
private gain”. This is

the
definition
privileged
by
development agencies such as World
Bank, IMF, USAID, etc. Several scholars
are also in agreement with this definition
(Bello-Imam, 2005; Heidenheimer and
Johnston, 2008).
The second class of definitions
derived from a major flaw easily seen
in the first definition, which is that the
notion of corruption cannot be justifiably
restricted to public officials alone, as
the first definition tends to suggest.

To do so will, as Dommel (2003:10) has
rightly agued, amount to ignoring similar
abuses in the private sector. A more
encompassing definition, who argue.
will therefore be that which accounts for
corruption in both the public and private
domains. Following from that criticism,
Transparency International has defined
corruption as the “abuse of power for
private advantage” (cited in Aina, 2014:5)
Khan’s definition is also representative of
this class of definitions. For him, corruption
means:

any act which deviates from the rules of conduct, including normative
values, governing the actions of an individual in a position of authority
or trust, whether in the private or public domain, because of privateregarding motives, (that is non-public or general) such as wealth,
power, status etc (1996:12).
In Nigeria, the second definition appears to
be more relevant as corruption affects both
the public and the private sectors (Aina,
2014). While the forms of corruption vary,
they are generally construed to include
bribery, extortion, cronyism, nepotism,
patronage, graft, and embezzlement.
Promoting mediocrity over meritocracy is
also a potent form of corruption. The result
of political corruption is a kleptocracy,
meaning “a rule by thieves” (Olanipekun,
2017:33).
Corruption is the abuse of public
power for private gains and has crippling
effects on development and human
welfare (Ackerman, 2012). Ruzindana
(1999) asserts that, “corruption in Africa
is a problem of routine deviation from
established standards and norms by
public officials and parties with whom they
interact.” Corruption in the form of bribes
and power, directly or indirectly, is present
in all the departments and areas of many
developed and developing countries.

Poverty
Just like corruption, there are
also two major contending definitional
perspectives on poverty. The first
definitional perspective characterizes
poverty basically in terms of income, which
could be defined in several ways. One of
such ways is to define it as a percentage
of people living on an income of less than
$1 or 2 USD per person per day, usually in
terms of purchasing power parity (PPP)
(Aina, 2014). The Nigerian situation falls
into this category because the 18,000
minimum wage is less than 2 dollars
per day for average Nigerian workers.
Another way could be to calculate poverty
as corresponding to the lowest income
quintile in a referenced population. The
first approach is however a more preferred
one (Aina, 2014). But even that itself has
many critics who argue that measuring
poverty in terms of income will not fully
capture the phenomenon (Chetwynd et
al, 2003:6). According to this perspective,

a broader definition which conceives
poverty not as a one dimensional issue
but as a multidimensional phenomenon
covering income, food intake, education,
health, security, etc., will be more useful
(Chetwynd et al, 2003:6). As Chetwynd et
al argue, measuring poverty in terms of
income level is relatively straightforward,
while the multi-dimensional approach is
more complex and involves factors that are
difficult to quantify. However, this problem
has been solved by the UNDP Human
Poverty Index, which measures poverty in
terms of life expectancy, education, and
economic indices (Aina, 2014).

Wages
There are three different concepts of
wages:
(i) The minimum wage: Minimum wage is
the least of all wages. It is the base wage
that the employer must pay so that his
workers/employees can meet the basic
needs like accommodation, food, and
clothing. Minimum wages are not market
clearing wages. They are regulatory wages
to ensure that market wages do not fall
below subsistence. The minimum wage
rates must be revised at an appropriate
interval not exceeding five years.
(ii) The fair wage: The fair wage is above
the minimum wage and it takes into
consideration the paying capacity of the
employer; and
(iii) The living wage: The living wage
which is the highest of the three is aimed
at providing a comfortable living for
the employee and his family. It includes
providing health, educational, and social
facilities (Obi and Iduh, 2011).

Theoretical Framework
Marx class analysis offers the most
appropriate theoretical foundation for this
study. According to this view, ever since
human society emerged from its primitive
and relatively undifferentiated state, it has
remained fundamentally divided between
classes who clash in the pursuit of class
interests. In the world of capitalism, for
example, the nuclear cell of the capitalist
system, the factory, is the prime locus of
antagonism between classes – between
exploiters and exploited, between buyer
and sellers of labor power – rather than
of functional collaboration. Class interests
and the confrontations of power that they
bring in their wake are to Marx the central
determinant of social and historical
process. The bourgeois reign is doomed
when economic conditions are ripe and
when a working class is united by solidarity.
Moreover, by definition, the objective
interests of classes are fundamentally in
opposition; consequently, these opposing
interests and consciousnesses eventually
lead to class conflict.
Max Weber critiqued historical
materialism, positing that stratification is
not based purely on economic inequalities
but on other status and power differentials.
Social class pertaining broadly to material
wealth may be distinguished from status
class based on honor, prestige, religious
affiliation, and so on. The conditions of
capitalism and its class system came
together due to a variety of “elective
affinities” (Lewis, 1977). In contrast to the
utilitarians who conceive of self-interest
as a regulator of a harmonious society,
Marx sees individual self-interest among
capitalists as destructive of their class

interest in general, and as leading to
the ultimate self-destruction of capitalism.
The very fact that each capitalist acts
rationally in his own self-interest leads
to ever deepening economic crises and
hence to the destruction of the interests
common to all (Lewis, 1977).
The Nigerian class does not come
naturally through production process
but the political class through proceed of
corruption and selfish accumulation of
commonwealth creates an artificial class
of extremely wealthy people, the working
poor, and the extremely poor people
because of unemployment. The political
class uses all means possible to maintain
their hegemony and continues selfperpetuation in power using such tactics
as electoral violence, bad governance,
unemployment, and poverty as tools for
domination. The implication of the classes
manifests in electoral violence that remain a
constant phenomenon in Nigerian politics:
the political class wants to maintain the
status quo while the poor working class
and the unemployed want to join the class.
Another effect is institutional corruption:
the wide gap between the political class
who live in opulence and the workers
who despite putting several hours to work
daily live in penury is endemic corruption
in the Nigeria system. The workers who
are desperate to improve their social and
material condition take bribe and indulge
in over invoicing of contract and actual
falsification of financial records to wreck
the system and thereby contribute to
underdevelopment of the country.

Nigerian Workers and the Political Class in
Perspective
The Nigerian politicians especially
the political office holders are a class unto
themselves. They live a distinct life far
from the reality of the society. The nation’s
resource is mismanaged under their watch,
while unemployment, poverty, and underdevelopment become the consequences
of their actions. This is a stark irony in a
country that is blessed with numerous
natural and human resources, which
ordinarily is supposed to occupy a pride of
place not only in the continent but among
the comity of nations. Poverty manifests
boldly in the faces of many Nigerians who
cannot meet their daily domestic needs.
Many Nigerian youths have embarked on
needless journeys through illegal routes
to Europe and America in a bid to escape
the calamity foisted on the country by the
political class.
Some of these greedy politicians are
either elected or appointed into positions
of authority; they focus mainly on enriching
themselves to the detriment of the people
that elect them to office. They build vast
empires for themselves and deprive the
people of such basic amenities like good
roads, housing, water, and electricity. Some
politicians steal public funds and amass
so much wealth for themselves in such a
careless attitude that they no longer show
sympathy to their fellow citizens who are
suffering. Alluding to the mismanagement
of the country’s resources, Obi and Iduh
argued that:

The mismanagement of public funds by the ruling class has been
one of the basic reasons why those at the helm of affairs are always
reluctant to meet the financial desires of workers. Funds budgeted
for workers’ salaries and other welfare packages are channeled to
other projects not planned for and payments for such projects are
promptly made because those at the helm of affairs are the owners
of such contracts, therefore, salaries and bonuses are not paid, and
the cost of living keep soaring and the workers are seriously buffeted
by the harsh conditions. (2011)
The political class has many ways of
taking care of themselves to the detriment
of the poor masses. Some of them who
are former governors after taking more
than enough during their reign, are again
receiving pension from their states while
at the same time receiving salaries and
allowances as lawmakers. The level of
productivity is low compared to the wages
and allowances they earn on monthly basis.
Many lawmakers have failed to sponsor
even a single bill on the floor of the Senate or
in the House of Representatives and in the
Houses of Assembly since elected to office.
To some extent, some of them are more
concerned with playing politics alone and
winning elections, rather than achieving
their actual purpose of representation. It
would be recalled that the 7th National
Assembly, between 2011-2015, had a budget
of N150 billion yearly. Within this period, 109
Senators and 360 members of the House of
Representatives passed a total of 108 bills
into law, out of the 1,068 bills sponsored and
brought to their attention. This translates
to achieving only about 10% of the total
bill sponsored in four years. The executive
however sponsored most of the bills, 67 of
which were passed by the Senate while the
House of Representatives passed the rest.
According to an official report allegedly
released on the order of the then Speaker
and incumbent Sokoto State Governor,
Aminu Tambuwal, out of the 360 members
in the House, 191 did not sponsor any bill
within the four years (Ayado, 2018).

Even the quality of debate in the
Senate is very poor and often characterized
by absentee and sleeping senators during
plenary. Despite their huge salaries,
members are often accused of soliciting
and collecting bribes from agencies that
they oversee to pass bills (Ovie, 2018 cited
in Leadership Newspaper, 17 March). But
the minimum wage of Nigerian worker is
N18,000 ($50) which is less than 2 dollars
a day. This is the wage for public servants
in the employment of the government,
whereas many workers in the private sector
such as private primary and secondary
schools earn far less than the approved
minimum wage. The workers are the birds
laying the golden eggs, but the political
class is the one reaping the benefits.
While the political class appropriate to
themselves resources than they require for
example, Governors and President in the
executive arm having access to security
votes unaudited in hundreds of millions
monthly, the legislators do the same
through bogus allowances as running cost.
This is the stark reality in a country where
the majority live in penury.
Senator Shehu Sani from Kaduna
Central, Chairman, Senate Committee
on Local and Foreign Debts in the ?8th
Senate, once took to the public domain
the earnings of Nigerian senators where he
revealed that he and his colleagues receive
N13.5 million ($37,500) each as running
cost monthly, aside a N750, 000 ($2,083.3)
monthly consolidated salary and

allowances which they also receive
(Ayado, 2018 cited in Leadership Newspaper,
17 March). By simple calculation based
on the N 18,000.00 minimum wage for
workers, the above is enough to pay over
750 low income earners in the same
country per month.
Justifying the jumbo pay, the senate
spokesperson of the same ?8th Senate,
Senator Sabi Abdullahi said: “Almost all
holders of elective and appointive offices
have running costs allocated to their
offices and that cannot be said to be part of
their salaries. If people had looked critically
at the budget of the National Assembly
which has since been made public, they
would have seen that various line items
like travelling, medicals, consultancy, and
the rest were captured in the budget
and they were the funds divided for each
Senator’s use” (Abdullahi, 2018 cited in
Leadership Newspaper, 17 March). It should
be noted that the official salaries and
allowances of the political officeholders is
still significantly high if compared to the
minimum wage of average workers in the
country. The disparity would still have been
manageable except for the unregulated
allowances, unaudited security votes, and
10% kickbacks from contracts awarded
and other sundry corrupt practices among
the political class at both the executive and
legislative levels in Nigeria.
The political class has a way of
protecting
themselves,
hence,
this
constitutional provision protecting their
pay. Section 84 (3) of the 1999 Constitution
says that the remuneration, salaries, and
allowances payable to the holders of the
offices listed other than allowances “shall
not be altered to their disadvantage after
their appointment.” The same provision is
made in Section 124(3) in respect of states

of the federation. The implication is that
there must be very strong reasons why
the salaries of listed officers can be altered
though adjusting the allowances will be
less problematic (FRN, 1999).
Some privileged public servants also
in a bid to better their lot have become
willing collaborators of the political class to
shortchange the system through corrupt
practices. The researchers went to town to
conduct interviews using selected workers
of different categories, the artisans, and
the unemployed to find out what account
for their level of poverty in spite the level of
hours they put to work and the enormous
resources available in the country. The
result is presented below:
 Corruption
 Mismanagement of the nation’s
resources by the political class
 Greed and self-centeredness of the
political class
 Bad leadership and bad governance
that led to wastages
 Insensitivity and deliberate attempt on
the part of the political class to maintain
a class society
 Dishonesty and unaccountability
Source: Field Survey, 2018

Corruption
Some of the most common forms
of corruption seen in Nigeria today are
acceptance of gratification and other
forms of inducements, influence peddling,
embezzlement of public funds, and conflict
of interests, e.g., in the award of contracts
by public officeholders to cronies, family
members, and personally held companies.
Others are bribery, extortion, fraud,
nepotism, e.g. in recruitment/appointment
and promotion of public servants; rigging

of
elections,
misappropriation
and
conversion of public funds or properties for
personal use, procurement scam, leaking
tender information to friends and relations,
diversion and misappropriation of funds
through manipulation or falsification of
financial records, payment for favorable
judicial decisions and electoral and

examination malpractices (Aina, 2014).
The issue of corruption by the
political class started manifesting early
at Nigeria independence. This accounts
for some of the reasons adduced for the
first military coup in 1966 in the country.
According to Kaduna Nzeogwu:

Our enemies are the political profiteers, the swindlers, the men in
high and low places that seek bribes and demand 10 percent; those
that seek to keep the country divided permanently so that they
can remain in office as ministers or VIPs at least, the tribalist, the
nepotists, those that make the country look big for nothing before
international circles, those that have corrupted our society and put
the Nigerian political calendar back by their words and deeds (1966
cited in Vanguard 9/12/10).

The latest example is the bribery
scandal involving the incumbent Kano
State Governor who is allegedly shown
in a viral video collecting dollar from a
contractor. For nearly two decades now,
Nigeria has been named among the 10
most corrupt nations in the world by
Transparency International, a recognized
anti-corruption organization (Omilusi,
2017).
The menace of corruption is not
limited to politicians alone; even the public
service is not immune to corruption. This
must have informed the current Nigerian
Vice President Yemi Osinbajo to posit that
corruption in the Nigerian Civil Service is
the greatest tragedy. “There is no excuse
anywhere in a nation where the majority
is still poor and struggling to make a living
that anyone who has the benefits of good
education and good fortune of a job in the
civil service should subvert that service
for personal gains. I think it is the greatest
tragedy that a nation can experience (2017
cited in The Punch Newspaper of March).”
Corroborating the level of corruption in

Nigeria, Chinua Achebe said: “corruption
in Nigeria has passed the alarming and
entered the fatal stage, and Nigeria will die
if we continue to pretend that she is only
slightly indisposed (2012).” Adding his voice
to the corruption issue, Obi states that
“Corruption is responsible for inequality.”
He further observes that “This country has
a lot of resources and if properly managed,
there would be no poverty. But people
are taking all the country’s resources for
themselves and their families.”
Corruption in Nigeria affects different
groups in different ways, often creating
privileged groups and excluded ones. So
far, all attempts to tackle corruption in the
country have failed. First, politics is seen as
the easiest way to become rich as many
politicians who could barely feed their
families few years back suddenly become
millionaires. These then constitute a class
to themselves to the exclusion of the
masses. The nation’s commonwealth now
becomes their personal property. The
effects of corruption are personal, and they
are devastating. Corruption leaves

children without mothers, families
without healthcare, people without food,
the elderly without security, and businesses
without capital. Corruption therefore is a
critical factor that causes poverty in the
country.

Mismanagement of the
Nation’s Resources by the
Political Class
The resources of the country are
mismanaged by its inefficient leadership
thereby foisting poverty and hunger on
the citizens. In support of this, Ochonu
argues
that,
“The
embezzlement,
mismanagement, or misapplication of
public funds often leads to a cessation
of certain social services, or the noncompletion of a road, school, or hospital
project. The deterioration and scarcity of
infrastructure and social services have
worsened in direct proportion to the
corruption problem. The loss of public
funds to corruption translates inevitably to
a lack of medicine in a rural hospital; a lack
of access to education for millions of African
children; a lack of potable drinking water
and electricity for millions of Africans; and a
lack of good transportation infrastructure”
(2008).

Greed and Self-centeredness
of the Political Class
The greediness and selfishness of
the political class have no limit as some of
them embezzle public funds with reckless
abandon, siphoning what their fifth
generation would not be able to finish. This
action has been described as madness by a
psychiatrist, Fred Odemwingie Okhomina.
He queries, “Why should somebody steal
1.3 billion dollars?” Noting that is a sign
of madness. This is a trend in Nigeria and
Africa as a whole. The money meant for

the development of infrastructures such
as roads, schools and hospitals are usually
diverted into private coffers. The act of
stealing public money is greed and it is a
form of mental illness (Warami, 2017).

Bad Leadership and Bad
Governance
Leadership is everything; it is at
the driver’s seat of any organization. The
formulation and implementation of policies
in the country is a leadership function. But
for obvious reasons, leadership has always
been the problem of Nigeria. This must
have informed Okonkwo to argue that
“the Nigerian political elites have been
raping us to death and getting away with
murder. These incurables, the fat-faced
political class also serves as the business
class. As they dance, a cloud of dust flew
up around them and they were hidden
from the crowd, for a moment. But when
the dust settled, the treasure, the cursed
crude; the wealth of the nation was gone,
and the freshness of the raw meat is no
more. Filth, decay, and rottenness were the
by-products they left for us” (2018).
The escalation of conflicts in the
country is also attributed to lack of good
governance and the abuse of human
and trade union rights. Good governance
is capable of eradicating poverty in the
polity. Wabba (2018) lamented the lack
of decent working environment and
inequality in the system, which has led to
the impoverishment of the working class.
He noted with regret that the benefits of
workers that lost their lives in the line of
duty have not been paid, while the trade
unions are now faced with the problems of
orphans and widows to cater for.
Insensitivity and Deliberate Attempt on
the Part of the Political Class to Maintain a

Class Society

monetized Nigerian political system.

The
political
class
creates
weak
institutional
structures
that
make law enforcement difficult. They
deliberately create poverty situation and
unemployment to continue political
domination by self-perpetuation in power.
Recently, the Not too Young to Run bill
was passed and signed into law. This will
only encourage their children a space in
the political arena because the children of
the poor cannot have a space in the highly

Dishonesty and
Unaccountability
The Nigerian political elites are
not sincere with the electorates and as
well not accountable to them. There is a
kind of disconnect between the political
officeholders and the people. The needs
of the electorates most times are not
considered before formulation of policies.
Also, the people are not holding their
representatives accountable for their

actions and inactions.

The Wage Disparity and Challenges of Development in Nigeria
FIGURE 1: SALARIES OF FEDERAL CIVIL SERVANTS IN NIGERIA

GRADE LEVEL AND STEPS

SALARY PER ANNUM

The least paid worker, level 1, step 1

N 226,800.00 ($630)

School leaver level 4, step 1

N 242,994.00 ($675)

Officer, level 6, step 1

N 316,229.00 ($878)

Diploma certificate holder, level 7, step 1

N 518,004.00 ($1,438)

Graduate, level 08, step 1

N 649,200.00 ($1,803)

A Director level 17, Step 1

N 4,500,000.00 ($12,500)

Source: https://www.nigerian

It should be noted that the above figures are for federal workers and are thus far higher
than what many states of the federation pay as wages to their workers.
The salaries of the political Officeholders in Nigeria based on the total package prepared
by the Revenue Mobilisation Allocation and Fiscal Commission, (RMAFC)are presented
below:
FIGURE 2: OFFICIAL SALARIES OF POLITICAL OFFICEHOLDERS

POLITICAL OFFICEHOLDERS

SALARY SCALE

President

N14,400,000.00 ($40,000)

Vice President

N12,100,000.00 ($33,611)

Senate President

N8, 690,000.00 ($24,138)

Deputy Senate President

N8,082,083.63 ($22,450)

Senate Majority Leader

N12,968,960.00 ($36,024)

State Governor

N11,540,896.00 ($32,058)

Deputy Governor

N10,772,296.00 ($29,923)

Secretary to State Government/ Commissioners

N10,831,522.00 ($30,087)

Chairman of Local Government

N5,994,659.00 ($16,651)

Deputy Chairman

N5,630,169.60 ($15,639)

Councilors and Secretaries to LG

N5,341,380.00 ($14,837)

Source: nigerianfinder at https://www.theinfong.com

Are these monthly or annual
remunerations? Indicate.
The above as presented represent the
official take home pay of elected and
some appointed political officeholders
in the country. This is apart from other
several allowances they collect outside the
official remunerations and kickbacks from
awarded contracts.
It is no longer news that two
opposing classes exist in Nigeria. On
the one hand is the political class which
does little work but earns fat salaries and
allowances thereby living in opulence.
The least paid political officeholder
(councilor) earns N5,341,380 ($14,837) per
annum with unspecified allowances. On
the other hand, are the workers at both
private and public establishments with the
same qualifications who contribute more
to Gross Domestic Product (GDP) and
build the economy to prosperity but earn
pittance of N226,800 ($630) per annum
without any additional allowances. These
live in poverty. Attempt was made to find
out from selected respondents what
accounted for this wide gap in the reward
system for a work done in Nigeria. The
results are presented below:
 Imbalance in resource allocation.
 Colonialism: the political class takes
after colonial masters and continues to
maintain the master/slave relationship,
perpetuating a class society.
 Corruption among the political class.

 Heavy investment in political process
and desire to reap returns on investment.
 Systemic dysfunction: the political
system that allows the political
officeholders
to
arrogate/allocate
financial resources to themselves
i.e., jumbo allowances to national
assembly members and security votes
to President and Governors.
 The desire to keep the workers
perpetually poor by the political class to
maintain the inherited class.
 Lack of transparency, according to the
revenue law, no political officeholder
should earn more than a Judge;
however, the political class circumvents
the law and hides under allowances to
take care of themselves.
Source: Field Survey, 2018

Imbalance in Resource Allocation: There
seems to be no fairness in the distribution
of the nation’s resources by the ruling class.
Starting from the revenue allocation at the
federal level where the federal government
takes 52%, leaving the 36 states and
the 774 local governments with more
responsibilities as governments at the
grass roots with 26% and 22% respectively
is no cheering news at all. Even at that, the
little money available to States and Local
Governments are still not well utilized by
the political officeholders. There is no even
distribution of the resources to critical
areas of needs but are allocated based on
political consideration at the whims and
caprices of the leaders for selfish ends.

Colonialism: The class society (the slave
and master relationship) initiated by the
colonial masters is still in force till date. The
ruling elites that took over from the colonial
masters after independence maintained
the inherited structure, turning them
to political and ruling class that live in
secluded environment (GRA) and arrogate
the larger available resources to themselves
at the detriment of the masses.

Corruption:
The issue of corruption is a national
embarrassment in Nigeria, as earlier
explained. The political officeholders and
some privileged public servants have
through corruption enriched themselves
with the commonwealth of the country
using such avenues as over invoicing of
contracts which translates to 10% returns
to their pocket. Olanipekun (2017) even
contends, “Would any political officeholder
who demands a mere 10% of a contract
sum not be seen as a fool or a neophyte?”
This is to mean that most of them get more
than the usual 10%. Other corrupt avenues
for enriching themselves include direct
embezzlement of public funds meant
for project execution and falsification of
financial records.
Heavy Investment in Political Process and
Desire to Reap Returns on Investment:
The political landscape of Nigeria is
commercialized. Political office seekers
spend fortunes, including selling off their
properties and obtaining bank loans, to
pursue political ambition without certainty.
This most times accounts for their greed as
no efforts would be spared to recoup their
investment and make profits.
Systemic Dysfunction: The Nigerian
institutions are not functional, and this
allows different anomalies to thrive in the

system. The political system that allows
the political officeholders to arrogate/
allocate financial resources to themselves
i.e., jumbo allowances to national assembly
members and security votes to president
and governors unquestionably and without
auditing out of the normal remunerations
approved
by
Revenue
Mobilization
Allocation and Fiscal Commission (RMAFC)
is nothing but a system that encourages
corruption.
The Desire to Keep the Workers Perpetually
Poor by the Political Class in Order to
Maintain the Inherited Class: If poverty
continues, consciousness will be low
and political manipulation can go on
unchallenged. This must have been the
tool employed by Nigerian political elite for
sustained poverty during plenty to keep
the masses under them. The wages paid
to workers cannot sustain them. This is in
addition to the fact that they have an army
of unemployed dependents who could
easily be influenced by the politicians with
a token.
Lack of Transparency and Selfishness of
Political Leaders: Governance in Nigeria
is done in secrecy to promote the selfish
interest of the few ruling elite. They are
interested in what they can get in terms of
resources and not service to the masses.
According to the revenue law, no political
officeholder should earn more than a
judge; however, the political class usually
circumvents the law and hides under
allowances to take care of themselves.

Implications of Poverty among
Working Class on Corruption in
Nigeria
The ravaging poverty among
workers and Nigerians in general is not

the country. The survey conducted
revealed the following as part of the
implications of poverty on the country.
 It increases bribery and records
falsifications as a survival strategy
because a large percentage of people
lives below poverty line.
 Workers and many poor citizens live
a frustrated life that usually leads to
suicide.
 The meagerness of income and
inadequate social amenities force
workers to look for other means to
make ends meet.
 The huge income difference is forcing
professionals to opt out of their
profession to join politics with a view
to making cheap money through the
proceeds of corruption.
 The
wage
disparity
promotes
unnecessary socio-economic inequality
which triggers corruption.
 Low productivity by the workforce
since the wages are small and most
times unpaid. This dampens the
morale of workers and contributes to
underdevelopment of the country.
 Increase crime rate and national
insecurity: unemployment, poverty
and corruption are some of the factors
contributing to increase crime rate in
the country.
Source: Field Survey, 2018

Conclusion
There is a high level of wage disparity
between Nigerian workers who earn
minimum wage and their counterparts
in the political class who earn jumbo pay.
In addition, there are still pay differentials
between public service workers and private
sector workers such as private nursery,
primary, and secondary schools with a large
percentage of workforce. These private
institutions pay less than the standard
approved minimum wage. However,
the federal legislators, other key elected
representatives, and political appointees
pay themselves huge allowances outside
the ambit of the approved wages and
allowances for all political officeholders
in the country which make them a class
unto themselves and feeding fat on the
commonwealth of the nation at the
detriment of the poor majority. As Agba
(2010) noted, “The government has enough
money to lift millions out of poverty in
Nigeria without the need for extra help.
If waste and corruption were overcome,
money could finally go to the country’s
infrastructural development in areas like
hospitals, portable water, and education
system.” But most Nigerians are wallowing
in abject poverty due to the challenges
confronting the country as captured by
Olanipekun thus:

lack of focused leadership, acute mis-governance, absence of
institutions that make any nation tick, contaminated constitutions
continuing to parade itself as the wish of the majority of Nigerians,
sycophancy in and around government at all levels, deifying holders
of office as opposed to according them due respect, substituting
the sovereignty of Nigerians for the whims and caprices of leaders
in power, corruption, epileptic power supply, unemployment, total
collapse of infrastructure, insecurity, utter disregard for the sanity of
the life of the Nigerians, impunity and gross disregard for due process
and the rule of law (2017: 20-21).

Many of these points were validated by
respondents during interview session.
Unless these problems are solved, the
imbalance in resource allocation and
class perpetuation may likely continue in
the country. Despite the availability of oil
and other natural resources, Nigeria still
counts among the states with the highest
number of poor people in the world.
From the findings, corruption, greed, and
mismanagement of resources are the
major explanations for this ugly situation.
Not minding the existing gap in
the reward system, the political class often
denies the workers their entitlement at the
end of the month. Except for very few states,
most of the states in Nigeria today due to
sher wickedness and insensitivity of the
governors are owing their workers months
of arrears of salaries, pension, leave bonuses,
gratuities, cooperative deductions, and
other allowances, notwithstanding the
meagerness of the wages. Members of
the political class on the other hand are
not owed anything. It is therefore obvious
those Nigerian workers are working like
elephants but eating like ants. This is so
because they receive meagre reward for
a big work done and yet the reward is not
even prompt in contrast, the few privileged
political class revels in opulence.
A classless society is desirable but if
this seems to be a utopia in Nigeria, efforts
should be geared towards bridging the
wide gap between the privileged political
class and the toiling workers with a view to
promoting the happiness of the greatest
number of people and reducing insecurity
in the country. Based on that, the following
policy recommendations could be of help.
Recommendations
The Labor Unions and civil societies

should rise to compel the political class to
correct the imbalance in reward system
for a job done. This could be done through
dialogue, industrial actions, civil unrest,
sponsored media protest, or revolution. A
society desirous of peace will endeavor to
uphold equity, justice, and fairness.
The salary structures of workers
and political officeholders should be
harmonized Minimum wage per hour
should be introduced, while legislative and
board of parastatal business should be
made a part-time engagement. Legislators
should earn their sitting allowance per
hour to reduce cost of governance. This will
make the political offices less attractive
while only serious-minded individuals
with useful ideas for development will
participate in political activities.
The law forbidding public servants
from engaging in businesses other
than agriculture should be repealed
to encourage entrepreneurial spirit in
the workers for better living. Any public
officer who can do other business without
undue interference with his/her official
assignment should be allowed instead of
engaging in corrupt practices to make up
for the short fall in the wage system.
The political class should show
political will to fight corruption. The fight
against corruption should draw inspiration
from China; corruption should be made a
capital offence and judicial reforms should
be carried out to implement same to the
letter. This will reduce corrupt tendencies
and propel development in Nigeria.
Nigeria needs to make progress on
poverty reduction to ensure her citizens
enjoy improved quality of life. Good
governance and leadership are required to
make this happen. If the resources available

in the country are harnessed and the proceeds channeled properly, poverty will
drastically reduce, and the majority will live in prosperity.
Finally, proper attention should be given to the existing allocation formula by
adjusting the formula to favor States and Local Governments which have stronger labor
strengths and more responsibilities to the people at the grassroots, to improve workers’
wages and promote productivity. According to the Nigerian Governor’s Forum (NGF),
the current N30,000 ($ 83) monthly minimum wage being clamored for by workers can
only be implemented (if eventually passed into law) by many states if there is improved
allocation from the federation account.
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