FULAFIA JOURNAL
OF

CONTEMPORARY
POLITICAL
STUDIES




FULafia Journal of Contemporary Political Studies
(FJCPS), Vol. 1, No. 2, December, 2017

Editorial Board
Editor-in-Chief
Angela Ajodo-Adebanjoko, PhD

Editor
Al Chukwuma Okoli, PhD

Associate Editors

Linda Kwon-Ndung, PhD
Fidelis 1. Ochim, PhD

Abubakar Mamuda, PhD
Stephen Nnaemeka Azom, PhD

Business Manager
Clement A. Uhembe

Secretary
Fakumo T. Agada

Editorial Consultants
Prof. Asisi Asobie, Nasarawa State University, Keffi, Nigeria

Prof. Habu Galadima, National Institute for Policy and Strategic Studies

(NIPSS) Kuru, Nigeria
Prof. Habu Mohammed, Bayero University, Kano, Nigeria)
Prof. Tony Edoh, Benue State University, Makurdi, Nigeria
Prof. Ejembi Unobe, Ahmadu Bello University, Zaria, Nigeria
Prof Arthur Lerman, New York
Dr. Victor Asal New York

N el e T i R T




About the Journal

FULafia Journal of Contemporary Political Studies (FLJCPS) is a peer
reviewed journal of the Department of Political Science, Federal University
Lafia. The Journal aims at harvesting and disseminating scholarly
knowledge on various aspects of Political Science with a view to advancing
theory and practice in the field. It is open to all kinds of contemporary
academic papers, whether theoretical or empirical, quantitative or
qualitative. Areas of focus include, but notlimited to: International Relations,
Public Policy Analysis, Leadership and Governance, Development Studies,
Peace and Conflict Studies, Security Studies, Political Sociology, Political
History, Defence and Strategy, Comparative Politics, Political Economy, Local
Government Administration, Public Administration, Democratic/Electoral
Studies, Political Theory/Philosophy, Gender and Politics, Political
Methodology, Political Ecology, Political Epidemiology, Public and
Constitutional Law, Public Activism and Advocacy, and cognate areas in
Public Affairs.

Call for Papers

The journal accepts scholarly papers from members of the academia and
research communities all year round for publication in its two editions (June
and December). '

Guidelines to Authors

1. Completed papers should be typeset in Microsoft word and single-
spaced, while the text should be in Times New Romans, 12 font size,
and notexceeding 20 pages-including references.

2. The recommended referencing format is APA (6th edition) with in-
text citations consistent with the format, e.g.: In-text verbatim
citation:-(Habu, 2009, p.5); Reference entry -1. Book: Obi, A.A.
(2016). Rural banditry. Makurdi: Aboki Publishers 2. Journal: Hassan,
B.N.(2014). Understanding Boko Haram. Journal of Security Studies,
3(4), 33-39 3. Chapter in edited book: Buka, L.L. & Ayo, M.I. (2010).
Profiling Herdsmen militancy (33-50}. In A.C. Okoli & V.I. Eze [Eds.],
Contemporary threats to national security in Nigeria, Lagos:
Mouthouse. 4. Dailies & Periodicals: Ujam, N, (2013 May).
Underworld syndicate, Daily Trust, October 3. 5. Internet: Uka, K.
(2011 May).Stemming the tide <http://www.saferworld.
herdsmen.p571lp.pdf> (accessed orretrieved October5,2016).

Assessment and Publication Fees

Each paper submitted for consideration will attract a review fee of N5,
000.00 and a publication fee of N15, 000 upon acceptance. Payments in
respect of the above are to be made, care of the Editor-in-Chief, into the
following account:




Table of Contents

The Gulf of Guinea: Issues of Food Security and Safety in Nigeria
Ngozi Thelma Mohammed Ph.D & Adamu Adamu Alhassan...

The State, Leadership and Governance i Nigeria
Isah Mohammed Abbass

A Comparative Analysis of Opposition Politics in Nigeria:
The All Progressive Congress's Upstage
Tony Edoh & George Akwaya Genyi

Causes and Effect of Environmental Pollution in Nigeria: A Case Study of Lokoja
Municipality
Shaibu, M. T. and Udecoji Ebele Angela, Ph.D ..

The Place of Airpower in 21" Century Warfare: [ssues and Challenges
Adaki Yohanna & Eskebiso

The Media, Sensationalism and Conflict Reportage in Nigeria: A Reflection
Sunday Orinya

The Judiciary and the Consolidation of Democratic Governance in Nigeria's Fourth Republic:
An Appraisal
Otegwu Isaac Odu & Auta Grace.......... 3 s R AR TSt 08

Voter Mobilization and the Outcome of the 2015 Presidential £lections in Nigeria
AKata, Lnus MOSes..........coiiiiiniiinniiisiisisiisssirrearetasoiasssassssssssnssnenssessssssisssssssssns 77

Impact of Flypaper Effect and Soft Budget on Fiscal Sustainability of Local
Government in Nigeria.
Ugwuoke Okwudili Walter & Stephen James Zira. ... 92

Election Management Bodies and Electoral Administration: Nigeria and Ghana in
Comparative Perspective, 2003-2012
Stephen Nnaemeka Azom, Ph.D & Grace Oluchi Nwosu, PhoDo 101

Conflict, Gender and Security Sector Reform (SSR): The Nigerian Experience
Department of Political Science, Federal University, Latia
Ugwu, Chineduw Anthony.... e s s amsesss e RS | I/

Transformations in the Commonwealth of Nations Since the 1990s
Tortyer, Philip T & Okoli, Al Chukwuma, Ph.Do 132

Peace Operations: Is China a Responsible Member of the United Nations
Security Council (UNSC)?
Akinbode Fasakin & Ebele Udeoji, PhD...................

Incidence of Drug Abuse Among Nigerian Youths: Perspectives and Implications
Christiana Enubi Akogwu, Ellah Timothy Ogbang
& Margaret Onyeje ARDBWIL w. it s s s 1560

Militancy in the Post-Jonathan Era: Interrogating the Niger Delta Avengers (NDA)
Usman Abu Tom, Ph.D... s b R T A S AT a s, SR Y 166

Public Procurement Act and the Fight against Corruption in Nigeria
Kwon-Ndung Linda, Ph.D ..o s 178




Electoral Violence: A Theoretical Exploration

A Philosophical Analysis of Leadership: The Sociological and Theological
Persepectives for Nigeria
Ahmed; EHArnk AT PR, ...cocoiiiiimmmmmmmmmsmsmsonss st sy i e mmassramnTe 201

The Role of Non-Governmental Organizations in Stemming Small Arms
Proliferation in Nigeria
Adebajo Adeola Aderayo..

John Locke's Social Contract Theory and Constitution Making:
A Critique of Nigeria's 1999 Constitution
Isaac Torhen Akuva, Ph.D & Ayatse, Felicia Hembadoon, Ph.D....... 221

The Cycle of Insurgency and Counter-insurgency in Post-Independence Nigeria
DaVA SO TNETZI: IV ONEH 5. e i i e a4 e v A SR P H A 235

Governance Deficit and Proliferation of Small Arms and Light Weapons
(SALW) in Nigeria: Implications For National Security
Abdulmalik Jafaruo Afegbua.. ... A 248

Petroleum Equal Fund and the Nigerian Economy
Uhembe Ahar Clement................ o 289

Perspectives on Women Inclusion in Development
AN VIR ccomivecnmnsmaramsammms s s AT s At e it B AT i e 269

Foreign Policyand Nation Building in Nigeria: A Reflection on Obasanjo's
Administration1999-2007
Fidelis [kaade Ochim, Ph.D and Johnkennedy Tersoo lkyase.

vi

Abstr

The s
coasta
needs
threat:
throug
sccomn
show 1
foods
the Ge
withir.

Keyw

Introd

The stt
This it
import
key hu
manuf:
with ne
million
(Akins:
powers
the Go
develoy

Qil and
Produc
import:
basic fc
food wi
(Export
governt
security
recorde
state,

The Gor
and alsc
in Nige
states o
record
(www.a




Electoral Violence: A Theoretical Exploration

Adebiyi, Oluwashina Moruf
2 Department of Political Science,

Faculty of Social Science,
University of llorin, Nigeria.
E-mail:shinnna7@gmail.com

Mobile: +2347033275122
[ Abstract
" Electoral violence has a remained a canker worm in the annals of democratic governments
particularly in new demoeracies of Atrica. Occurrences of electoral violence in Africa are usually
accompanied by huge human and material loss. While studics have shown that vielence in
Africa's elections minimally affects about 25% of elections in Alrica, the increasing number of
[ deaths and the wanton destruction of properties associated with uncontrolled and mcessant
: clectoral violence generate widespread anxiety and concern about how to put an cnd to this

menace. This paper attempts an exploration of theoretical expositions on electoral violence.
' Deriving data largely from secondary sources and anmalysing same through the historical
- qualitative method, it is deduced that the nature of politics, the character of'electoral processes and
- the naturc of electoral institutions are broadly responsible for the prevalence of electoral violence
© inAfrica. Electoral violence however, has devastating effects on the democratization process in
- particular and the society in general. Itis therefore, suggested that conducting elections under free
-+ and fair conditions among others will impact positively on the effort to control electoral violence
inAfrica.

b Keywords: Democracy, Elections, Electoral Violence, Neo-patrimonialism, Patron-Client
| Relationship

_ Introduction
¢ During the medieval period and prior to the seventcenth century clections have been used to elect
> public and government officials in Europe and America, particularly, ancient Greece and Rome as
 wellas colonial and post-colonial America (Gampbell etal., 1966; Lakeman, 1570: Clubb, 1972).
Similarly, ancient Arabs also used election to choose their caliph, in the early medieval Rashidun
Caliphate (Martin, 2004). However, the decolonization process which swept across Africa from
11950 to the 1970's did not immediately lead to the popularization of elections in the continent.
" Although the freedom achieved during this period was celebrated triumphantly, political
L instability unfortunately engulfed most of the independent states after decolonization. Coups,
- countercoups, and aborted coups were the order of the day and a means of changing political
" power (International Peace Institute, 2011). Following the third wave of democratization in the
- 1990's (Huntington, 1991) election became a common means of changing political power. This
 reflected in the growth of the number of countries holding democratic clections from 7 to 40 thus,
* elections have facilitated the emergence of democratic governments in Africa (Freedom House,
2010). In contemporary times, elections have become a popular democratic practice in the globe.
* Despite the world wide popularity clections have gaimed, its conduct have become a source of
violence and insecurity particularly in new and developing democracies of Africa. As noted by
= Omotola (2008) the electoral process ol Alrica's new democracies, with lew exceptions has been
" characterised by violence,

" International Peace Institute (2011, p.1) observed that: "high-profile clectoral crises in Kenya
- {2007-2008), Zimbabwe (2000 and 2008), and Cote d'lvoire (2010-2011) has collectively led 1o at
- least four thousand deaths and hundreds of thousands displaced”. In Kenya over 1,200 people
were reportedly killed during the 2007-2008 post clection crises (United Nations High
Commission for Human Rights, 2008). In Zimbabwe in 2008. 36 politically motivated deaths and
2,000 cases of political violence including abductions, beatings, torture, and killings were
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reported (Human Rights Watch, 2008). It was also reported that in Céte d'Ivoire during the 2010-
2011 post-clection crisis, at least 3,000 people were killed, 72 people disappeared, and 520 people
were subjected to arbitrary arrest and detentions (United Nations News Centre, 2011). In Nigeria,
it was reported that between June 20006 and May 2014, 915 fatal incidents relating to elections
were captured. Qut of these incidents a total number of 3,934 deaths were recorded (Nigeria
Watch, 2014). Studies have demonstrated that violence in Africa's elections affects between 19
and 25 percent of elections (Bekoe. 2010). This proportion nevertheless, should not be neglected
as election related violence as 1t occurs in Africa is usually accompanied by serious human and
material causalities. Uncontrolled and constant occurrence of clectoral violence puts the
democratization process of African countries at the risk of relapsing to the initial autocratic
regimes. It has been observed that the recent manifestations of electoral violence in Africa have
assumed an unprecedented magnitude and a changing form and character which have tended to
disrupt the democratization process in many African countries and threatening the prospects of
democratic stabihity and consolidation (Omotola, 2008). This paper 1s a modest effort at exploring
theoretical expositions on the concept of electoral violence. Following the introduction is the
segment on the conceptualization of electoral violence. This is followed by a discussion of the
typology of electoral violence. The next part discusses the factors which induces electoral
violence. The fourth segment focuses on the consequences of electoral violence. The last part
consists of the conclusion,

Electoral Violence: A Conceptual Discussion

Electoral violence as a concept has been conceptualized from various perspectives by several
scholars. These perspectives however, have been influenced by socio-cultural milicu of the
various scholars who attempt to define it. Electoral violence is a particular type of political
violence. Political violence therefore, serves as the umbrella word of which electoral vilenceisa
subset. According to Fischer (2002 p. 8) "electoral conflict and violence is any random or
organized act that secks to determine, delay, or otherwise influence electoral process through
threat. verbal intimidation, hate speech, disinformation. physical assault, forced “protection”,
blackmail, destruction of property or assassination”. Sisk (2008, p. 5) shared this view when he
described electoral violence as "acts or threats of coercion, intimidation or physical harm
perpetrated to affect an electoral process or that arises in the context of electoral competition”, In
this perspective electoral violence is used to influence the process of elections such as efforts to
delay, disrupts or derail a poll and to influence the outcomes. Albert (2007, p. 133) defines
electoral violence as all forms of organized "acts aimed at intimidating, harming or blackmailinga
political stakeholder before during and after an election with a view to delaying or influencing an
electoral process”.

These three perspectives on electoral violence have a common point of convergence. The authors
see electoral violence as a tool for manipulating the electoral process in favour of a preferred
candidate using some form of crude acts. However, while Fischer (2002) and Sisk (2008)
categorise "random acts’ as constituting electoral violence, Albert's conceptualization does not
take into consideration random and spontaneous acls as constituting clectoral violence. Tt is
however, important to note that elections can also trigger off random or spontancous acts of
violence among various stakcholders most especially during the post-clection pertod. In his own
perspective, Laakso (2007, p. 227) viewed electoral violence as "an activity motivated by an
attempt to affect the results ot election cither by manipulating the clectoral process or by
contesting the legitimacy of the results. It might involve intimidation of voters and candidates, - -
killings, attacks against their property, forceful displacement, unlaw(ul detentions and rioting".
This definition presupposes two methods through which election results can be affected. These
include manipulating the clectoral procedure and contesting the legitimacy of the results. These
two methods constitute what he refers to as electoral violence. It can however be argued that the
legitimacy of election result can be contested without necessarily using violent means.

The United Nations Development Program (2009) refers to election related violence as acts or
threats of coercion. intimidation or physical harm perpetrated to affect an electoral process or that
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arise in the context of electoral competition. When perpetrated to affect an electoral process,

violence may be employed to influence the process of clections, such as efforts to delay, disruptor
derail a poll and to influence the outcomes: the determining of winners in competitive races for
political offices or sccurc approval or disapproval of referendum questions. The above
conceptualization suggests that clectoral violence can occur at all the stages of the elections.
Ochoche (1997) argued that at any of the stages electoral violence can be physical or structural. In
other words, electoral violence must not be seen in physical terms alone. Any attempt at any stage
of the electoral process to corrupt, influence or determine the outcome of an election beyond what
it could have being objectively, does damage to the election and could be said to amount to
electoral violence (Ochoche. 1997).

From the foregoing it is observed that electoral violence is perpetrated for two distinet reasons.
One is to influence or affect the electoral process and the second is to inflict harm on political
opponents, probably to scare them away from contesting or to permanently incapacitate them
from contesting. It is however, important to note that clectoral violence can be perpetrated by an
opposing camp when it is clear that such candidate will losc an election. Electoral violence
however has been described as not being restricted to Election Day alone. Electoral violence can
oceur before, during or after an election. Pre clection vielence as has been described as including
acts or threals against clectoral stakcholders during voters' registrafion or clectioneering
campaigns. Election Day violence includes the snalching of ballot papers or boxes, assaults on
opposition agents or partics, and harassment or intimidation by security agents. Posi-¢lection
violence may take the form of violent protests against perceived electoral rigging (Omatola,
2008). In summary, clectoral violence can be viewed as that aspeet of political violence which
oceurs before, during or after electioneering periods and which is directed towards winning an

clectoral competition.

Typology of Electoral Violence

In literature, scholars have sought to establish a classification of election related violence. For
instance, Nwolise (2007) opined that electoral violence can take three major dimensions. These
include: the physical, psychological and structural dimensions. Each of these dimensions,
according to him has its specific components or particular form of election related violence. The
components of the physical dimensions include: "physical assault on individuals during
campaign, clections and when clection results are relcased, assassination of political opponents
or people perceived as a threat to one’s political ambition, Burning down of public or opponents’
houscs or cars, shooting and shoot-outs, killing of individuals, partisan harassment by security
agents, arrests, forceful dispersal of rallies, or shooting, wounding or killing of people.
kidnappings and hostage-taking, bombing of infrastructure, forceful disruption by thugs of
political and campaign rallics, destruction of ballot boxes and ballot papers by thugs or partisan
security agents, armed raids on voting and collation centres, and snatching of ballot boxes and

papers from polling agents"(Nwolise, 2007, p 159).

Components of psychological violence mnclude: “hreats against and harassment by sccurity
agents of opponents of the ruling regime or party. which create political apathy, shoot-at-sight
orders that breed fear in voters, terror inflicted by political assassinations. which makes scare
people away from elections, publication or broadeast of abusive, insulting, or intimidating
material or advertorials, threats to life through phene calls and text messages” (Nwolise, 2007, p

159). The forms of structural violence include: "cocrcion of citizens by government o register or
vote, exclusionary acts and policies, unequal opportunities for political parties and candidates.
deliberate changes in dates, venues, or times of cvents to the disadvantage of others, partisan
delimitation of clectoral constituencies and location of polling booths. excessive fees for
collecting party nomination forms, unfree campaign, reliance on money and brute force instead
of moral integrity and competence, restraints imposed on voters, use of the incumbency factor to
give undue advantage to some candidates, announcement of false or fraudulent results, lengthy
absence of (adequate) voting materials and election result

delays in announcing ciection results,
haviour of

forms. delays in voting, absence of electoral officers from pooling booths, partisan be
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police and other sceurity agents, discriminatory acts and policies” (Nwolise, 2007, p. 159).

In another typology. Kehailia (2014, p. 31) offered six classification of clectoral violence based
on two questions: who are the perpetrators of electoral violence, and why is the violence
oceurring? His classification includes the following: party-on-party electoral violence, party-on-
voter electoral violence, party-on-state clectoral violence, voter-on-voter clectoral violence,
voter-on-state electoral violence, state-on-voter electoral vielence (Kehailia, 2014). Party-on-
party electoral violence is viewed "as any action or threat of violence cxerted by an organized
political group on another organized political group in response (0 clectoral results or to influence
the electoral process in favour of the inciting group. It can take shape in attacks on militants ofa
party by militants of another party or through the destruction of political party premises and
resources” (Kehailia, 2014, p. 31). From this perspective, this form of electoral violence is
basically inter-party violence. Party-on-voter type of violence has to do with any action or threal
of violence perpetrated by an organized political group on a citizen or group of citizens fol
reasons other than their political affiliation. This type of violence is directed at tampering with the
electoral process or serves as a reaction to electoral results.

The party-on-state electoral violence connotes "action or threats of violence exerted by ar
organized political group against the representatives, employees, propertics or symbols of th
State, in secking to influence the clectoral process or as a reaction to clectoral results. Sucl
violence can be abserved in cases where defeated political parties form guerrilla movements
contest election results" (Kchailia, 2014, p. 31). Voter-on-voter electoral violence "involves an
act of violenee between citizens during the clectoral process. Such violence can be seen i
incidents between religious or cthnic groups that take place without political party control
(Kehailia, 2014). He further opined that "it is difficult to “certify” concrete instances ¢
spontaneous voter-on-voter clectoral violence that political violence and social violence ar
frequently connected, and tensions between groups for competitive access 10 resources ca
quickly erupt under the pretence of ethnic rivalry” (Kehailia, 2014). Vote-on-voter violence ofle
takes the form of party-en-voter violence. This is a situation where political party member
perpetrate violent acts in disguise. This can be in the form of the use of discriminatory communit
organizations, politicised religious groups and party affiliated media. Voter-on-state elector
violence include "any action or threat exerted by an individual or a non-organized group of peop
against the representatives, employees, properties or symbols of the State, to influence 1l
electoral process or as a reaction to clectoral results"(Kehailia, 2014,p.33).

The state-on-voter electoral violence is defined as "any abusive action or threat of violen
exerted by representatives of the State, be they civil servants or members of security forces,
intimidate, physically harm, blackmail or abuse a citizen or a group of citizens in an attempt
influence the results of an clection or 1o punish citizens for the results” (Kchailia, 2014, p. 3
This variety of elecioral violence can be noticed in the negative use of free specch by governme
officials and security forces. State-on-voler violence and party-on-voter violence largc
converge when the perpetrator is the ruling party. Therefore. state-on-voter violence can overl
with state-on-party violence. This type of violence tends to discourage political party frc
participating in the clection. For this study, Nwolise (2007) classification of clectoral violence
adopted. This is because his classification scheme explains the typical Nigerian experience
violence during electioneering periods.

Causes of Electoral Violence

In literature the causes of electoral violence can be classified into two (Dunaiski. 2015), Th
two classifications are pioneered by different groups of scholars. The first group consist of th
who place emphasis on the incentives and motives of political actors who use viole
strategically in order to manipulate the electoral process for their personal gains (Chaturve
2005; Wilkinson, 2006; Collier and Vicente, 2012). The sccond group underscore structura
‘enabling’ factors that make some countries more susceptible to electoral violence than ot
{(Hdglund, 2009; Taylor and Straus, 2009; Linebarger and Salchyan, 2012). Dunaiski. (20
however. observed that scholars have recently endeavoured to study the causes of elect
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: violence from the two perspectives (Hafner-Burton et al., 2014; Fielde and Hoglund, 2015).
,lﬂm? based 1 Hoglund in her insightful work on electoral violence: "Electoral Violence in Conflict-Ridden
fhe violence | Societies: Concepts, Causes, and Consequences” highlighted three broad structural perspectives

¢ party-on- of the causal factors of electoral violence. These include: the naturc of politics, nature of elections
’f' violence, 4 and electoral institutiens. The nature of politics as a broad driver of electoral violence is classified
i) pa"t}/j““- 4  into three, these are: patrimonial and neo patrimonial politics, nature of actors participating in
fn organized £ politics and political conflict cleavages and cultures of violence and impunity (Hoglund, 2009).

She added that the patrimonial and neo-patrimonial nature of politics {particularly in post-conflict
socicties) is a strong causal factor of electoral violence. While observing that various predominant
modes of authority do exist in several conflict, post conflict and newly democratizing countries,
she is also of the opinion that patrimonialism and neo-patrimonialism are prevalent phenomena in
the politics of many post conflict socictics (Heglund 2009). This view was also shared by (Bratton
&Van de Walle 1994) when they opined that “neo-patrimonialism- has become a peculiar
institutional attribute of African political regimes”. They further observed that “the right to rule is
ascribed to a person rather than an office” (Bratton & Van de Walle 1994, p. 458) also, there is no
line of demarcation between public and private sphere. All sorts of authority relations that have to
do with political and administrative interactions between the governor and the governed are
trcated as personal issues (Erdmann & Engel 2007).

Fion or threat
keitizens for

Unlike in patrimonialism where there is no clear-cut distinction between public and private
sphere, neo patrimonialism provides for a formal distinetion between the public and the private
sphere. This implics that official rules and structures actually exist, but this happens only n
principle. 1t is pretty difficult however, 10 observe these distinctions in practical terms (Erdmann
& Engel 2007). This is because relationships of loyalty and dependence permeate the political
system (Bratton & Van de Walle 1994). Therefore, neo-patrimonialsm "combines two coinciding
and partly intertwined forms of power: patrimonial and Jegal-rational bureaucratic authority and
characterizes the power relations within authoritarian political regimes” (Erdmann & Engel 2007,
p. 103). Central to neo-patrimonialism is clientelism and patronage which can also be referred to
as patron-client relationships (Hoglund, 2009). The patron client relationship(s) have been
described as "relationship(s) in which the ‘patron’ provides protection, services or rewards to the
‘clients’ (usually individuals of lower status) who become the patron's political followers" (Hague.
Harrop, and Breslin, 1992, p.467).

In states where there is the prevalence of patron-chient relationships, politicians gain political
power through the informal networks they control through clientelism and patronage. Patron-
client relationship tends to be more pronounced in countries with high levels of political and
economic insecurity (Migdal, 1988). This is the case in countries experiencing conflict of identity
and insurgency (Reno, 2007). Ohlson and So derberg (2002) identificd three problems identificd
with patrimonialism. They posit that "only segments of society are included, and the system
thercfore risks alicnating or marginalising part of the population”, sccond, "it rewards loyalty over
efficiency” and thirdly, "it encourages corruption and sidelines the rule of law" (Ohlson and So
derberg, 2002, p. 10). In this context therefore, political power is the most important aim of the
patron who has many clients whose interest is keeping the patron in power at any cost including
violence

The nature of actors participating in politics as well as the existing cleavages within the socicty is
among the causal factors of clectoral violence. There is a high probability that elections which arc
conducted in a situation where the actors involved ina conflict have not been fully demobilized
and disarmed will lead to viclence. Actors in a conilict who have not been demobilized or
disarmed increases the risk of reoccurrence of armed conflicts most especially when they arc not
satisfied with the outcome of the elections (Hoglund, 2009). She further stated that Democratic
systems which arc devoid of developed and highly democratic political parties are likely to
employ vielent means to achicve their interest. Existing political cleavages within the socicty are
also among the important factors which determine whether elections will be peaceful or violent.
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Political cleavages refer cultural and religious factors that affect palitical allegiances and policics
(Eith & Mielke 2001).

Cleavages can be cumulative or cross-cut. Cumulative cleavages pit the same groups of people
against one another on many issues. Cross-cut cleavages feature groups sharing common interests
on some issues, but opposing one another on others. The culture of impunity as a driver of clection
related violence comes as a result of ineffective and partial security personnel and judicial system
The police and judiciary in a society based on political patronage are highty vulnerable to elite
manipulation and political pressure. In the same vein, during a situation of violent conflict
unequal powers are wielded by the security forces thereby leading to obscurity in the distinctions
between the task of security forces and civilian tasks. In these conditions. the securily forces are
not in a position to provide adequate strategy to prevent and solve violent conflicts. These
translates to the fact that perpetrators of clectoral violence are not prosecuted simply because
political parties fear losing support (Damum, 2003). '

The nature of elections as a broad causal factor of clectoral violence can also be categorised into
three: competition and mebilization, closec competitions and high stakes. The nature of elections
in conflict societies has a great bearing on the ability of elections to generate election related
violenee. Elections require the mobilization and appeal to a very large part of the society
However, to win the support of the electorate differences (which distinguish members of the
society) are emphasized rather than a focus on the common clements which bounds the people
together. This portends great danger of reawakening the existing social conflicts and cleavages
(Basedau, Erdmann, and Mehler, 2007). Indecd, theories which cxplain the nature and rules
which guides political competition has been described as a viable stimulant to instigate or prevent
conflict, electoral fraud and violence (Lehoucq, 2003). There is the possibility of the occurrence
of electoral violence when there is a high expectation that the outcome of electoral competition
will change the existing power structure. During electioneering campaigns politicians as well as
radical groups champion ethnic interests so as 1o secure political support which has the tendency
of further dividing the society and generating violent conflicts among the various cthnic groups
(Sisk., 2009},

The closeness of electoral competition can also trigger electoral violence. The fact that elections
produce winners and losers is an indicator of their capacity to catalyze or open “windows of
vulnerability” to violence (Sisk, 2008). The import of this is that clections outcomes with close
figures of electoral victory lead to anxiety about the final result which may eventually result to
violence (Sisk, 2008). In other words, dominant political elites whose political power is under
threat by such clectoral contest may turn to violence as their last resort o claim their status
(Jarstad, 2008). Thompson & Kuntz (2006) however, observed that holding public office is an
important way of maintaining influence so as to sccure political benefits. In doing this politicians
may resolve to "stealing elections”. This cannot be unconnected with the fact some political
leaders grew from poverty and obscurity to power in a short time. Politics is their only profession
for them to go out of office is in effect, for them to become unemployed. Therefore, such pohitical
office holders employ any means to keep themselves in power.

Another broad perspective put forward by from which the cause of electoral violence can be
identified is the nature of clectoral institution. This can also be classified into three: electoral
system design, election administration and electoral rules. It has been noted that the institutional
structures put in place for the conduct of elections are very important to uncover the driving forces
behind clectoral violence. The electoral system and election administration are central 0
understanding the attractiveness of violence in somc socictics and among certain actors
(Hoglund, 2009). Sisk (2008) identified the negative nexus between clectoral system choiccand £
electoral violence. They posited thal "electoral system choice has an impact on conflict dynamies g
in post conflict and fragile socicties”. It was also claimed that in these societies, the choice of such |
systems may facilitate conditions favourable for clection related violence (Sisk 2008). Electoral
system in a democracy performs some certain functions. "Electoral system translates votes cast
into parliamentary seats, It also serves as a medium through which voters make their
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representatives accountable. In addition, it arranges the limits of “acceptable™ political dialogue
and offers incentives for political parties to express their appeals to voters in various ways"
(Reilly & Reynolds 2000, p. 425).

It was argued by (Reynolds & Sisk 1998) that designing a suitable electoral system for both
| homogeneous and divided socictics involves taking into consideration some certain ends. These
include: representativeness, accountability, inclusivencss & accessibility, stability of
government, development of the party system and ability to engender reconciliation. Electoral
systems which do not take into consideration these ends merely become ineffective instruments
for promoting democracy and mitigating conflicts. It was argued that "the type of clectoral
system, the numbers, size, and form of the electoral districts can influence the proneness for
violent behaviour and that in systems where a small number of votes can make a big difference on
the outcome of the election, such as first-past-the-post arrangements, violence is more likely to
accur” (Hoglund (2009, p. 422).

The type of election administration adopted by a government in a democracy can also trigger
violence during elections. As argued by Lyons (2005) issues relating to impartiality and
independence, cfficiency, professionalism, and transparency of clection administration are
particularly important in the context of transparent electoral process. The way elections are
conducted and managed can determine how peaceful such clections will be. Election
management in post-conflict socicties can induce violence most especially when it is perecived as
bias. According to Sisk (2008: 16) "the structure, the level of competence and extents of balance
of any electoral institution determine its capacity to administer credible elections”. Lyons (2004)
noted that virtues such as efficiency, professionalism, transparency. impartiality and
independence are all significant pre-requisites which determine a legitimate, transparent and
acceptable electoral process. In a situation where these virtues are not present the risk of political
instability and electoral violence becomes high (Sisk, 2008). Similarly, clection management
bodies organised based on the partial-partisan models of election management and
administration can inducc clectoral violence (Lopez-Pintor, 2005). The nature of rules which
guides electoral competition possesses high potentials for inducing electoral violence
particularly in new democracies. It is argued that, in these societies, clectoral rules can prepare
grounds conducive for election related violence (Sisk, 1998). The rules and regulations guiding
the electoral process can be classified into two: "rules of electoral competition and rules of
electoral governance” (Mozzafarand Schedler 2002, p. 7).

On the one hand, issues such as electoral formulas, district magnitude and boundaries, assembly
size are all contained in the rules of electoral competition and are referred to as electoral systems
rules. On the other hand, clectoral governance rules include areas such as political party
candidates', voter eligibility and registration, vote counting, tabulating and reporting techniques,
election monitoring and conflict resolution mechanisms as well as campaign financing (Mozzalar
and Schedler, 2002). These rules arc however, scen as viable avenues for offering "structural
inducements for modest and conflict-resolving character on the part of those playing the political
game” (Reynolds & Sisk 1998, p. 4). Electoral rules are crucial requirement for consolidating
democracy. Electoral rules are major determinants of the type of democracy that develop in
democratic polity. Tn the words of Htun and Powell (2013) Electoral rules determine whether
relevant issues are included in taking political decisions. Despite this, it has been observed thatin
electoral authoritarian regimes. particularly of post-conflict and democratizing states electoral
rules are made and manipulated in such a way 1o favour a particular sect of the socicty, thus
making clectoral process undemocratic (Schedler, 2006). This increases the risk of occurrence of
electoral violence. Such violence-inducing electoral rules according to Seifu (2009) have been
given different nomenclatures by various scholars: Schedler (2000, p. 12) termed them “Nested
Games”, Wigell (2008, p. 242) named them “Norm Violations™ and to Collier (2009, p. 45) they
connote “Winning Strategies™ but ultimately arc "conflict-inducing in their very essence” (Setfu,
2009.p. 35).
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Implications of Electoral Violence

Even though democratization in Africa suffers occasional set-back, there is no doubt about the
fact that democratization in Africa is on course. One of the impediments to democratization in
Africa is the accompaniment of electoral process by violence. However, uncontrolled electoral
violence has grave conscquences for the African continent in general and the Nigerian state n
particular. According to Sisk (2008) election related violence has devastating effects on
democracy and conflict dynamics within a society. He stressed that when violence oceur, it
hinders the function of the governmental institutions that emerge from processes where violence
has characterised the fairness of the process and the legitimacy of clection results (Sisk, 2008).
Hoglund (2006) highlighted two perspectives from which the consequences of electoral violence
can be felt. These include perspectives on democratic politics and conflict management. From the
perspective of democratic politics, violence and insecurity atfect the election results or the
outcomes of elections in various ways. Threats and intimidation may be used to interfere with the
registration of voters. Voter turnout may be influenced if large sections of the population refrain
from casting their votes duc to fear of violence. Assaults, threats, and political assassinations
during the election campaign may foree political contenders to leave the electoral process or
prevent elections from taking place. From the conflict management perspective, it is noted that
violence may have a negative impact by polarizing the clectorate along conflict lines and in
extreme cases lead to new outbursts of violence. In situations of insecurity, appeals for law and
order are often a more tempting alternative than calls forreconciliation (Hoglund, 2006).

Unconirolled clectoral violence has been described as having serious security implications
(Omotola, 2009). Notable security implications include: the collapse of public order, the
increasing numbers of internally displaced persons (IDPs) and refugees. These factors ™
characterised the post-eleetion period of the 2007 and 2011 general elections in Nigeria. [t was

claimed that more than 300,000 thousand people were displaced as a result of post-clection | ]
violence in Kenya. Apart from the security risk involved in managing such multitude of people, &

the displacement of such a high number of people duc to election-related violence has multiplier
effect. For instance, it was noted that the congestion in most of these IDPs Camps gave rise to
post-traumatic stress, contagious discases such as tuberculosis, and sexually transmitted diseases
such as HIV/AIDS which have serious security implications healthy living. In addition to these,
clectoral violence creates legitimacy crisis, It is observed that the legality of new governments
formed in the aftermath of an election which is generally perceived as not mecting the minimum
international standards suffers serious challenges from both opposition camps and the people.
Such scenario generates "peaceful demonstration and litigation in clectoral courts, violent
outbreaks resulting in killing, arson, looting, destruction of properties and the resultant
imposition of curfew, and the militarisation of the state and society” (Omotola, 2009, p. 69).

Recurrent electoral violence has grave effects on promotion of democracy in particular and the
entire society in general. Even though elections arc not the only ingredients for sustaining
democracy. they are important to the democratic process Election process is one of the ways
though which citizens are involved and participate in democratic governance. But when clections
arc tainted with violence the electorates may decide to stay away from the process in order to
protect their lives. However, elections boycotted by the people cannot be adjudged as democratic.
The danger lies in the fact that when an election periad approaches the electorate may develop
phobia for participation. This consequently leads to political apathy and a reduced political
participation which increases the risk of the enthusiastic and visionary politicians to stay away
from the country's political space. In a similar vein. endemic electoral violence leads to a general
feeling of insecurity. Violent elections are often characterized by loss of lives which is a direct
consequence of killing, murder and destruction of propertics. Through these. fear is instilied in
the electorates. Therefore electioneering period to them is nothing but a period of war. This
definitely hinders the process of imbibmg democratic values, norms and cultare which arc basic
prerequisite for sustenance and development of democracy. Electoral violence is a precursor to
political instability. Elcctoral violenee exposes other political crises which manifest and which
can result to political instability. Uncontrolied electoral violence can lead to large scale societal
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; violence and ultimately can lead to civil war. It would be recalled that the intrigues, politicking.
electoral malpractices and fraud, electoral violence and the consequent breakdown of law and
order led to the termination of the country's first political dispensation. Sustained electoral
violence undermines the process of nation building. This thus, prevents the building of a strong,
united and viable democratic polity.

Conclusion and Recommendation

It has been demonstrated that while clections have remained a norm in democratic countrics
across the globe, its conduct in some parts of the world have been marred by monumental clectoral
violence both before, during and after election results arc released. African countries accounts for
the large percentage of democratic politics characterised by cxacerbated electoral violence, Apart
from the human and material losses attached to uncontrolled and constant occurrence of election
related violence, electoral violence reduces the pace at which democratic values, norms and
culture are imbibed into the body politics of democratizing states. In the same vein. electoral
violence erodes the possibilities of institutionalizing long-lasting and extensive peaceful
coexistence of people within the society. Thus. electoral violence undermines democratic
development and economic growth. However, managing and controlling electoral violence is
significant to building strong and viable democracy. In many African countries the nature of
politics serves as a strong causal driver of electoral violence. Many African new democracies find
it difficult to manage properly political opposition, thus, opposition politics is played with scorn
instead of serving as an alternative source for government policies. African new democracies
therefore need to change the nature and character of political practices, Again, to control violence
- effectively, elections need to be conducted under free and fair conditions where perpetrators of
electoral malpractices and fraud are brought to book and adequately sanctioned for engaging
such electoral vices. Furthermore, ¢lection management bodies saddled with the responsibility of
organizing and conducting clections at regular intervals shouid be independent of the executive
arm of government. Funding of such bodies should be generated from consolidated accounts such
that the body will be free from all sorts of political interference.




