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Abstract

While the constitutions of most democracies, developing and developed do not statutorily
stipulate the functions and roles of political parties, political parties remain central and
significant to the workings of any democratic polity. The centrality of political parties to
democracy can be located in the critical roles and functions they perform in consolidating
democracy. The extent to which they perform these functions however, particularly in
nascent democracies has been a source of concern. The perception is that political parties
may have not been performing these [unctions to expectation. This paper examines therole
of political parties in a democracy. The major objectives of this paper are to undertake a
critical evaluation of the nexus between political partics and democracy and review the
roles of the Peaples Democratic Party in Nigeria's nascent democracy. Using secondary
data analysed through the histarical qualitative method it was discovered that Nigerian
political are not adequately institutionalised in the country's political system. Thus, they
have not impacted positively on the democratization process. It is however, recommended
among others that there is the need for political parties to imbibe and observe democratic
principles in governance process.

Key Words: Democracy, Political Parties, Democratic Consolidation, Pecoples Democralic
Party, Nigeria
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dvitue o the roles they play in
ocratic settings, political parties are
ae and important o the workings and
fcdopment of any democratic society.
wever, despite the important functions
lical parties perform in democratic
klles, there is a general notion that
parties have not really been
Eroming these functions satisfactorily so
§ih decpen democracy. These have led to
Bl dissatisfaction of citizens with
B politics (Webb, 2007:10). Public
lisfaction of citizens with party politics
fioident in the increasingly wolatile
oral behaviour and widespread fall in
bioral turnout since 1990 (Webb, 2007:
fn Sub-Saharan Africa. It has also been
ved that in some new democracies,
gishave experienced either minor or no
ible beneflits from their new
genments  (NDI, 2013) formed by
fiica| parties in the aftermath of winning
fons.

s further lamented that in these new

eracies poverty levels have remained
& «me, government services remain
ficiive and citizens continue to feel
inected from their governments (NDI,
5. The continual disconnection
gn the citizens and the government
ped by political parties remain a matter
mcern. There is therefore, the need 1o
the roles and functions of political
s in democracy, particularly in
bping democracy. Tt is against this

backdrop that this paper tends to examine
the role of political parties vis-a-vis
democratization process in Nigeria with
focus on the people's Democratic Party

(PDP),

The major objectives of this paper are in two
folds. The first is to attempt a critical
overview of the nexus between political
parties and democracy. Second, the paper
undertakes an in-depth review of the roles of
the PDP in the democratization process in
Nigeria. To achieve these, the paper is
divided into various sections. Following the
introduction the paper proceeds to
conceptualizing political parties and
democracy afier which the¢ emergence and
structure of the PDP are discussed. This is
followed by an examination of the critical
nexus between political partics and
democracy. After these, the paper proceeds
to a review of the roles of the PDP in the
democratization process in Nigeria. The last
part however, concludes and suggests
recommendations.

Political Parties and Democracy: An
Attemptat Conceptualization

Political Parties

Political parties connotc “any political
group identified by an official label that
presents at clections, and is capable of
placing through election, candidates for
public office™ (Satori, 1976). According (o
Downs (1957) a political party is a tcam of
men secking to control the governing
apparatus by gaining office in a duly




constituted election”. In his own perception
Schumpeter (1962:283) views political
parties as "groups whose members propose
to act in concert in the competitive struggle
for political power". Schnattschneid
(1942:35) views political parties as "an
organized attempt to get power”. Power in
this regard means control of the government
(Schnattschneid, 1942:35). In another
perception, LaPalombara (1974:509)
perceive political party as '"a formal
organization whose self-conscious,
primary purpose is to place and maintain
in public office persons who will control,
alone or in coalition, the machinery of
government''. Even though these
definitions may demonstrate some
diverse pereeptions of scholars about
political parties, it is important to note
that a common denominator to all these
perspectives is the control of power. The
sole aim of a political party is to capture
public offices through competitive
elections. Hofmeister and Grabow
(2011:11) asserted that all the definitions
"emphasize the participation in elections
and the interest to gain public offices and
mandates”. Hofmeister and Grabow
(2011:11) further claimed that for an
organization to be termed a political party it
must satisfy some certain criteria. These
include the following:

A party strives to influence the formation of
political opinion and aims to have a general
political impact. The active influence of
political opinion-making is aimed at a
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longer period of time as well as a wider
region and should not be concentrated on a
local level or a single issuc. Secondly, a
party is an association of citizens holding
individual memberships, and shall have a
minimum number of members, so that the
seriousness of its targets and the prospects
of success remain clear. Thirdly, a party has
to demonstrate the will to consistently take
part in the political representation of the
people during elections. It, therefore.
distinguishes itself from unions. nen-
governmental organisations and other
initiatives that does not want to carry any
political responsibilities for larger sectors
but only try to have selective influence, and
that do not participate in elections. Fourth, a
party has to be an independent and
permanent organisation; it shall not be
formed only for one election and cease (o
exist afterwards. Fifth, a party must be
willing to appcar in public. Lastly, a party
does not necessarily need to win elective
seats, but should fulfil all the other criteria.
This paper however, defines a political party
as an organization which can be
distinguished by an official label or logo and
which has as its major aim capturing
political power through presenting
candidates forelective positions.

Democracy

Democracy in contemporary times has
appeared to be a worldwide phenomenon.
According to Isakhan (2012:4) democracy
Is becoming a widespread component of
political life. Despite this, arriving at a
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ilve conceptualization of democracy
mved both elusive and controversial
i, 2012: 4). This may have prompted
gl Rocamora (| 992:501) to describe
iy as & struggle which involve a
Il ideclogical  battle, Despite the
bliity, vagueness and varied opinions
uncept, one can still be able to make
e definitions of the coneept of
hicy. Isakhan and Slaughter (2014:3)
bl that democracy can he
lized from two broad schools of
i The first is the "iiberal democratic

while the second i the "civic
lican tradition" (Isakhan and
ier, 2014:3). The "liberal

i’ view posits that democracy
b understood in the minimalist,
fud aggregate terms. This definition
jilously  characterige model of
bnient in contemporary times. In thig
i people  participate in politics
i clected representative where
fmengage in a trade-off in which they
rirect and ongoing involvement in
wemment for the functionality and
pibility of representative democracy
ind Slaughter, 2014:3)

iits of this school of thought
n Rawls (1971) and Schumpeter
LThe "civic republican tradition"
kmocracy from the perspective of
oy, inclusive and deliberative
il government (Isakhan and
2,2014:3). The proponents of this

ftought view dem ocracy as more

than mere representation arguing that
citizens ought (o be directly involved in
their government (Isakhan and Slaughter,
2014:3). Democracy as a concept has
also been described as including "the right
of people to decide their own aspirations
and programmes, not only in political life,
butalso in economic, cultural, religious and
other aspects of life including the right of
people to participate fully in decisions that
affect their life" (Imam 1991:6). However,
democracy irrespective of its pereeption
and practice is based on possessing a
consensual philosophical Justification
which is built on certain universal values
and ideal, which include freedom, equity
and justice (Nnoli 1986:166). Democracy
can therefore, be seen as a continuous
process and agitation for the achievement of
these democratic values

Political Parties and Democracy: An
Examination of the Critical Nexus

While political parties perform the major
function of recruiting men of integrity and
leadership for elective positions (Goel,
2015), their emergence, development and
the roles they play in democracies have
always aroused curious debates in the study
of democracy and democratization. This
cannot be unconnected with the fact that the
existence of political parties and the free
competition between them js an
indispensable pre-requisite  for modern
democracy (Simon, 2003:3). [t has been
observed that the analysis of the history of
the debate on political parties is laced with




thrilling professional and ideological
debates relating to the role played by
political parties themselves in the
democratic system as a whole (Burnell,
2005; Sartori, 2005; Ostrogoiski, 1976).
Political parties are indeed endemic to
democracy. The endemicity of political
parties to democracy may have prompted
Schattschneider (1942) 1o state that
"political parties created democracy and
modern democracy is unthinkable save in
terms of the parties".

Political parties occupy a central position
in democratic governance. Thus, there
exists a strong synergy between the two
variables. The nexus between political
parties and democracy can be located in
the indispensability of the existence of
political parties in a democratic polity.
Indeed political parties form the
cornerstone of a democratic society and
serve as important political institution of
a democratic polity. They have been seen
as key and vital contributors to nation-
building. Scholars over the years have
stressed the increasing importance of
political parties to the sustenance and
consolidation of democracy. For
instance, Burnell (2003) argued that
"Political parties are crucial for long term
political development in emerging
democracies”. In a similar vein, Menocal
(2006) maintained that 'it is extremely
difficult to imagine a democracy that can
function without political parties",
Randall and Svasand (2002:1) analysed

302
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political parties' contribution
democratization in terms of th
functions. They categorised the
functions to include: representatic
integration into the democratic proce
aggregating and channelling politic
interests, recruitment and (democrat:
training of political leaders, makj
government accountable and organisi
opposition (Randall and Svasan
2002:1)

On this basis political parties ensure t
survival and consolidation of the democra
regime, in at least two broader respects. Fir
by "instilling appropriate attitudes a;
expectations in the public and by contrivi
through their own actions to give substance
constitutional rules and thus confirm a
enlarge on the formal outcome of transitio
(Pridham. 1990: 22) and sccond, "they bolst
regime legitimacy, accumulating a reservc
of good will w0 help tide fragile ne
democracies over bad times" (Mainwari
and Scully, 1995). [n another claim, Johnst
(2005:1) posit that "any democracy nee:
strong and suslainable political partics wi
the capacity to represent citizens and provie
policy choices that demonstrate their abili
to govern for the public good". Thus, whi
strong and vibrant political parties a
necessary pre-requisite to  competitin
democratic politics both in emergir
democracies and consolidated onc
political parties provide a platform throug
which the sociely relates to the politic
process.
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iftion, Schmitter (| 992) argued that "in
ilort 1o consolidate new or nascent
"cra-cy, parties remain dominant in
mring the electoral process, governing
ten perhaps in the symbolic
wion of citizens into the clectoral
5. In demonstrating the nexus
e political parties and democracy
thers (2006:56) pointed out that
wious  democratic parties do not
sily emerge out ofrepeated elections
ihere are other factors present, such
;mobiiized mass public, civic
iztons, funds and access to state
ke’ In his own perception, Reilly
L1635} pointed out that aggregative
s have helped to consolidate
ey, He recalled how since the late
Imjoritarian electoral systems have
red the production of less
ted party systems  which have
lsabilize democracy in Asia (Reilly,
). According to Siokes (1999:
e direct relationship between
bl parties and democracy cannot be
isized. It was observed that "parties
ukers of democracy, inevitable
sons of its advance, without being
yeonnected to all that ig presumed
yutdemocracy” (Stokes, 1999 2063).
roognizing  the  assumption that
oniemporary  model  of political
ney reinforce the fears that political
ould stand as a stumbling block
9 "elected governments and the
trent of the public good” (Stokes,
).

=

L]
=
[9S}

Lai and Melkonian-Hoover (2003) showed
the importance of political parties in
democratizing states that have not
transitioned to democracy. They opined that
the institution of political parties plays a
fundamental role in democratization by
Serving as an intermediary between the state
and the civil society, They further claimed
that partics comprise of "a legitimate, stable
procedural mechanism for the alternation of
power and the representation of majority
and minority interest" (Lai and Melkonijan-
Hoover, 2005). In their opinion, "party
competition can reduce state limits on
citizen dissent and lead to increased parity
and access 10 government resources for
parties and can also provide a democratic
means of redress for the citizenry, and
stimulate increased responsiveness on the
part of the ruling party” (Lai and
Melkonian-Hoover, 2005). Similarly, the
ability of political partics to legitimately
contest [or power with the ruling party
solidifics norms of peaceful transition of
power from one political group to another.
Inthis way, political parties thus convey and
reinforce democratic norms, and help a state
to democratize (Linz and Stepan 1996 cited
in Laiand Melkonian-Hoover, 2003).
After democratization states which have
transitioned to democracy have the
responsibility of making s democracy
strong thereby ensuring that such
democratic arrangements do not relapse
back to the initial autocratic regime. This is
another sphere which demonstrates the




inextricable linkage between political
parties and democracy. Linz and Stepan
(1996) posited that "one domain in which
the importance of political parties is
generally acknowledged is in their positive
contribution to the consolidation of
democracy, the relevance of which has
become especially pertinent with the recent
expansion of democratic polities emerging
out of the third wave". The most significant
question as regards the study of the politics
of democratic consolidation has been “what
consolidates democracy and which
institutions and agents matter most in
consolidating democracy?". In this context,
there is widespread consensus that political
parties are the principal agents of
democratic consolidation. This is not only
because they are key strategic actors which
shape the emergence of democracy
(Capoccia and Ziblatt, 2010:941). In
studying the process of democratic
consolidation it is observed that
"approaching parties as independent
variables, and as institutions with
significant bearings on how political
systems works is crucial in explicating the
quality of democracy and the progress
towards democratic consolidation"
(Mainwaring and Scully, 1995:3)

While presenting the requirements for
consolidating democracy Przeworski
(1991:10) affirmed that "democracy s
consolidated when under given political and
economic conditions a particular system of
institutions becomes the only game in town,
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when no one can imagine acting outside the
democratic institutions” and "when
compliance i.e. acting within the
institutional framework constitutes the
equilibrium of the decentralised strategies
of all the relevant political forces.™ One
major part which forms the system of
political institutions is the political partics.
These political parties according to him
make up the part of multiple democratic
forces which compete for power in an
institutional framework (Przeworski,
1991:10). Some inferences can however be
drawn [{rom these: political engagement is
democratic only when it takes place within
an institutional sctting, non-compliance
occurs not only when political actors in the
formal institutional setting break the rules
of the instjitutional game, but also when
political engagement happens outside a
prescribed political institutional
framework. The practice of democracy
within the institutional framework involves
striving to set a balance between the party
which organizes the government and the
party which performs the functions of
opposition, Indeed the existence of a legal
opposition party strengthens democratic
process.

Opposition  parties according to Kiiza
(2005) promote democratic governance
through the various roles it performs in a
democracy. Opposition parties promote
“national conversation” and pushes
democratic discussion to a higher level of
political development and maturity through
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pgng responsible and reasoned
E Second, they "maintain touch with
jiercitizen  and demonstrating  the
o politics to the ordinary people”,
L opposition parties hold the
prent responsible for their actions
lions. Again, "they, present a viable
iie (0 the Incumbent government by
g alternative ideas, principles and
p for governing soctety”. In the
iy of the incumbent government
2 up to the expectation of the
b e “government-in-w aiting” (the
in party) takes over the reign of
fugh free and fair elections (Kiiza.
b addition, opposition parties
en the culture of democracy within
fand the political community in
iy promoting open debate during
¥ conferences, promoting intra
icracy and ensuring.accountable
pblic funds", Lastly, opposition
e the unpaid bur dedicared
searchers for the government in
liza, 2003).

parties through the practice of
kmocracy contribute to the larger
iation process. One of the ways
i party can exhibit the traits of
fimocracy is threugh party pri mary
 nternal democracy or intra-party
bjisa broad term describing a wide
i methods  for including party
i intra-party  deliberations and
neking. Nominating candidates
fiss within a party is an important
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task because the stability of a party largcly
depends on well cstablished and
institutionalized internal party structures. A
political party stability can be examined
through the manner in which it conducts the
process of clecting candidates for'a general
clection. In essence, it is significant for
political parties to strictly take to the ideals
of internal party democracy. When
candidates are elected through primary
clections, it means that party structure and
organization are participatory and inclusjve
which thus, results o the harmonious co-
existence of members within the party. The
conduct of free and fair primary election
builds party discipline and cohesion.

A political party which uses internal
democratic and lransparent procedures in
sclecting candidates is likely to select more
capable leaders, Thus, parties which make
usc of freec and fair primary clections (o
select candidates for elective posts
strengthens and stabilizes the party and
strengthen democratic practices both within
the party and the entire polity. According to
Scarrow (2005:3) those who emphasize the
participatory aspects of democracy place
the most value on intra-party democracy as
an end in itself. They see parties not
primarily as intermediary but rather as
incubators that nurture citizen's political
competence. To fulfil this role parties
decision making structure and process
should provide opportunities for individual
citizens to influence the choices that parties
offerto voters. These opportunities will help




citizens expand their civil skills and the
inclusive process can boost the legitimacy
of the alternative they produce. In this
regard, party institutions can perform uscful
educative function while transferring power
to broader sector of the society. All these
play erucial role in political party's quest for
promoting party stability.

From the foregoing, it has been
demonstrated that political parties are
indispensable to democracy and
democratization process. However, the

effective performance of the functions of

political parties in representative
democracies particularly, in the new ones
has come under intense criticism (Dalton
and Wattenberg, 2000). While scholars have
theoretically explicated the relationship
between political parties and democracy
based on the unique functions and roles they
perform in a democratic society, some other
scholars shared pessimistic views of the
importance of political parties to
democracy. It is believed that political
parties may have not been performing these
functions after all. For instance. Webb
(2007:5) lamented that "in many of the
world's democracies, there is disconnect,
alienation and apathy" between democracy
and political parties. It was claimed that the
burden of the blame of this unfortunate state
of affairs may be heaped on various targets
which include, the political parties and the
politicians, role of the mass media and the
general public (Webb, 2007:3). It was
however, observed that a considerable
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blame could be placed at the doarstep of the
debate that has long been in existence
between the protagonist of the participatory
and representative democracy (Webb.
2007:5).

While the advocates of the participatory
democratic school hinge the blame on
politicians and the entire system, the
protagonist of the representative school
indict the citizens and the media on which
the citizens rely on for political information
as responsible for the low esteem in which
politics and its leading protagonist are
presently held. However, (Wehb, 2007:5)
was quick in debunking the claims of these
two schools of thought. According to him
"radical participationists are unrealistic in
their vision of a widespread popular
capacity 1o engage with politics, and prone
to stray uncomfortably close to the territory
of shallow populism in their naive and
unreascnable view of the job done by
political elites". From the perspective of the
participationists, it is believed that "their
critics appeared to be apologists for an
anachronistic elitist view of democracy, and
take insufficient account of the cognitive
revolution which has facilitated a far greater
potential for popular political engagement”
(Webb, 2007:5).

While bearing in mind, organising
accountable and effective government as
one of the major functions of political
parties in representative democracy Webb,
Farrell and Holliday (2002) lamented that
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Witical parties n contemporary
focracies have not been able o meet up
ih the pertormance

of this functions as
f have

“often seemed 1 Struggle o
se distinctive ang effective policy
fions when  in government".  They
fivier, advanced two reasons for this,
W, they believed tha political parties
i find it difficult o 'make a difference’
fnlicy outcomes given the legacies of
Fious incumbents n office",
are of the opinion rhat "a variety of
p-social developments cap scriously
train party governments scope for
omous action, including technological
8, demographic and social trends,
onomic cycles”. These factors aids
understanding of why politicaj partics
f been on the receiving end of
porcad opinjon of policy
ectiveness and the seeming
kiliveness of government to resolve
et national policy challenges
o, Farrel] and Holliday, 2002).

Second ly,

raspect were political parties have

is in the performance of
ﬂf]llCl'eelsizlg political participation,
fing to Webh (2007:9) political
f record in the performance of thig
o seems 10 pe increasingly
pinting. Tt wag observed by Maiy and
i (2001:5) thay "there jg
miettible evidence of (he decline of
nemberships  ang activism in
ifed democracies", This
e 1o have spread

found wanting

trend
o new
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democracics. Webh (2007:9) obscrved that
"new democracies seem to have moved 1o
operate in g Eow-pzu‘!lcipmiun
democracy without Ever passing through
the mass party stage of development”,
Reasons for this decline may have been
captured by Susan Scarrow, Scarrow (] 996)
offered a-two-way explanation for this trend
and can be summarized into the "supply
side" and the "demand side" According to
the "supply side" Jow political participation
oceur as a result of socia) changes which
reduces citizens mterest in joining politica
parties. The "demand side” on the other
hand, bother on the organizational reasons
why party bigwigs might no longer be
interested in recruiting members (Scarrow,
1996). The supply side however, seems 1o
be the most tenable since there are no
sufficient evidence to demonstrate the fact
that political parties are no longer interested
in recruiting candidates, In addition, one of
the ways 1o assess the strength ang
weaknesses of political parties is 1o look at
their level of f()[mwcmhip. While parties
with more !'o]lowership and members are
regarded as strong, parties with relatively
low number of members are considered
weak,

The People's Democratie Party:
Emergenee, Structure and Objectives

The People's Democratic Party was formed
out of a group of eminent people who
Opposed the transmutation of the late Head
of State of Nigeria, General Sanni Abacha
into acivilian Head of State and the People's

phase of




Democratic Movement on July 28, 1998,
This group was named the G-34. At that
time the country was at the peak of political
crisis caused by the annulment of the June
12, 1993 presidential election, believed to
have been won by Chief MKO Abiola. The
(G-34 at that time was a moral interventionist
movement in the political affairs of Nigeria.
Following the death of Gen. Sanni Abacha
in 1998, the G-34 and the People's
Democratic Movement transformed into a
political party known as the Peoples
Democratic Party.

The party has however, been described as a
coalition of some of the nation's most
powerful neo-patrimonial networks (Kew,
2010:501). The party is one of the nine
provincially registered parties under the
General Abdulsalam Abubakar
administration based on its satisfactory
performance in the December 5, 1998 local
government elections in which the
chairman and councillors were elected in all
local government councils in Nigeria
(Osumah &lkelegbe, 2009). Political
parties are institutions with many detailed
parts that are combined in a particularly
complex way. As such they possess both
formal and informal structure (Alapiki,
2004). The structures and organs of political
parties help them to effectively aggregate
and process the societal demands It is
therefore, imperative that all parties should
possess internal structures and organs with
which they work with. The Peoples
Democratic Party has a hierarchical

o

o
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organizational structure organized in the
Ward, Local Government Areas, States
Zones and the National Cadre. The organs
of the party are however spelled out in the
constitution of the party.

[t is generally argued that there is no
universal pattern of the structure and organs
of political parties and that all political
parties like large organizations arc
inherently oligarchic (Osumah & Ikelegbe
2009). The oligarchic nature of political
partics dwells on the fact that the leadership
of any party like any other organization is
conferred on a small proportion of people
iL.e. members. Political parties and other
organizations are established to achieve
some certain aims. Though the primary aim
of any political party in a democratic setting
is to sponsor candidates to attain political
offices under the party label, there arc other
objectives which political parties wish to
achieve. These objectives vary and largely
depend on the ideology and the vision of
such parties. Most objectives of political
parties are largely derived from the factors
which surround their establishment. Thus,
the objectives of the People Democratic
Party are clearly stated in the Constitution
which established it. It has however, been
observed that there is a linkage between the
political development which led to the
formation of the PDP and its set objectives.
It is belicved that the PDP emerged in
response to the political developments
especially to foster liberalism and political
participation alter prolonged years of

S




stage managed convention of the PDP
before the party's national convention
which made a good number of the
president's political appointees automatic
delegates to the convention smuggle into
the party rule, the presidential primary
became a mere ritual (Odey, 2003).

Atiku Abubakar who would have provided a
tormidable opposition was cajoled out of
the way by a promise from the then
incumbent president to support his
presidential candidacy come 2007. A
situation where all political appointecs of
the then incumbent president and governors
were automatic delegates to the party
congress that elected the party's presidential
candidate made the election process
structured in favour of the then incumbent
president. The apparent and unprecedented
nature of the non-transparent party primary
and its resultant effect of politically
motivated killings were amazingly
worrisome (Garuba, 2005). Prior to the
adoption of candidates by the Peoples
Democratic Party, the effect of political
assassination and attempted murder had
appeared as an intra-party phenomenon
because of the believe that winning at the
primary level is as good as winning in the
general clections. The pattern of politics
with bitterness which had long
characterized Nigerian politics was more
horrifying during the period, particularly
within the Peoples Democratic Party. From
the beginning of the 2003 electoral process
there were intra-party squabbles, protest,
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complaints of intimidation and the
influence of “ethnicity” and corruption
within the party. The conduct of staged-
managed' party primary elections in 2003
also manifested in state primary elections
that were held to present the party's
gubernatorial candidates. With the
exception of few states, incumbent
governors were given automatic tickets
(Odeh, 2003).

In a similar vein, on the 4" December, 2006
the Peoples Democratic Party organized its
gubernatorial primary election in order to
present the parties flag bearer in the 2007
gubernatorial election in Imo state. Senator
Ifeanyi Ararume, one of the 2| contestants,
won the gubernatorial primary (Adejumobi
& Kehinde, 2007:10) Ararume reportedly
polled 2,061 votes, followed by Chief Hope
Uzodima with 1,649 votes. Since both result
fell below the parties requirement of 50
percent for a clean winner, it was expected
that a run-off election would be organized.
However disregarding the outcome, the
party leadership in the state announced
Chief Tony Ezenwa, who had come fifth in
the primary election as the party's flag
bearer (Adejumobi & kehinde, 2007:107).
Having polled the highest number of votes
the Independent National Electoral
Commission (INEC) published Ararumc's
name as the party's flag hearer
Dramatically, the party substituted
Ararume's name with that of Engineer
Charles Ugwu through a letter sent to INEC
dated 18" January, 2007. Charles Ugwu
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reportedly poll 36 votes and was in the
 fourteen the pasition. Ugwu who was a
former president of the Manufacturers
| Association Nigeria. had supported
| president Obasanjo's aborted third term bid.
ltwas generally believed that the former
president was rewarding a “loyalist” with
the party's gubernatorial nomination,
(Adejumobi & kehinde, 2007:107).
| draume however, headed straight to the
court to seek redress to what he viewed as
mustice. His challenge to the party's
lecision was upheld by the Supreme Court
inich directed INEC to list him as the
pirty's gubernatorial candidate. Complying
vith the Supreme Court decision INEC
listed Ararume as the party's candidate, but
e party worked against him to ensure his
efeat at the polls (Adejumobi & kehinde,
W7.107).

Thelack of respect for the rules of the game
nthe party's primaries also manifested in
ke gubernatorial primary held in Rivers
e to present the party's flag bearer for the
7 gubernatorial election. In the primary

fution conducted in the state, Rotimi
mcchi emerged winner with the highest
esof 6, 527 votes out 01 6,575 total votes
s Expectedly, Amaechi's name was
marded to INEC as the party’s candidate
rstate governorship election. However, in
fter forwarded to INEC dated 2™
pniary, 2007 the party sought to replace
eechi's name with Celestine Omehia's
e giving the reason that Amaechi's
16 was “submitted in error”. Omehia
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never contested the primaries in which the
Amaechi emerged as winner, The party
eventually won the gubernatorial election.
Consequently, Amaechi headed straight to
court. In October 2007 the Supreme Court
ruled in favour of Amaechi and directed that
he should be installed as the elected
governor. The party accused Amaechi of
working against the party. Based on this he
was expelled from the political party.

The undemocratic conduct of party primary
clections within the PDP definitely does no
good to the democratization process. The
undemocratic manner in which the PDP
conducts it primaries was aptly described by
Osumah and Ikelegbe (2009:192) when
they asserted that "within the PDP there has
been serious erosion of democratic values.
Its primarics, conventions and congresses,
which are the democratic institutions for
nominating party candidates for elections
and electing party officials, have little been
regarded”. The nature of the conduct of the
primary elections in the PDP has been
largely responsible for the occurrence of
intra-party conflict within the party. At one
pointor the other intra-party squabbles have
threatened the cooperate existence of the
party. Omoruyi (2002:8) lamented that
Nigerian political parties are not in conflict
with one another but rather members of the
same party are in conflict with one another.
He said this in the following words “the so-
called parties are not in competition with
one another. They are in factions; these
factions are more in competition with




themselves than with another party.”
Osumah and Ikelegbe (2009:192) put it as
thus: "since its first tenure the party (PDP)
has become an academy of intrigues ridden
by lack of coherence, cordiality, internal
wrangling, squabble, divisions, schisms and
factions.

The various levels of party hierarchy have
been factionalized." Tt has been observed
that the resultant conflicts which ensues as a
result of the conduct of non-transparent
primaries could have resulted in the
incessant leadership problem facing the
party which according to Katsina (2006:4)
may have been orchestrated by the lack of
coherent ideological principles. The fall in
the dominance of the PDP as witnessed in
the last presidential election when it
relinquished power has been attributed to
the absence of internal democracy
especially in the process of nominating flag
bearers (Katsina, 2006:8),

From 1999 through 2015 the Federal
Government formed by the PDP conducted
four different elections i.c. the 2003, 2007,
2011 and 2015 general elections. The 2003
and the 2007 general elections were
described as the worst to be conducted in the
clectoral history of the country (EUEOM,
2007). The elections were characterised by
monumental fraud and malpractices. These
elections particularly the 2007 general
elections were devoid of democratic
principles and ethos (EUEOM, 2007). The
nature and conduct of the general elections

o
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were antithetical to democratization. The
widespread condemnation which heralded
the outcome of the clections attested 1o this.
The clections were condemned in totality
and were described as a step backward in the
country's quest for a consolidated
democracy ‘and a stable political entity
(Omotola, 2009:195), The elections were
characterised by a high degree of electoral

violence such that the elections were
described as '"garrisoned elections”
(Omotola, 2009). Both local and

international observers expressed their
displeasure over the conduct of the elections
For instance, the European Union Election
Observation Mission (2007:2) lamented that
"the 2007 state and federal elections have
fallen short of bhasic international and
regional standards for democratic elections”.
(EUEOM, 2007:2).

The 2007 general elections portended great
dangers to the country's democratic project.
In the aftermath of the elections many
wondered if the nation's democracy can
survive. The elections were devoid of
minimum democratic ethos. According 10
Omotola (2009:210) "the elections merely
consolidated the PDP's hold on power", He
thus, noticed that "one indisputable fact
about the 2007 elections was that they
helped to consolidate the emergence of a one
party dominant state in Nigeria, with
attendant umplications for the decline and
decay of opposition politics”. The elections
were far from being democratic and were in
no way close to deepening the existing
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democratization process which commenced
n1999,

Since losing power at the national level in
the 2015 presidential election. the PP have
mot iived up to the expectation of forming
viable political opposition against the ruling
party. The political party which held power
form 1999-2015 is believed o have
gmered prowess o establish itself as a
formidable opposition party and be in a
leading position to strengthen the country's
democratization process. What is however,
thiainable is that the former ruling party has
| faled to practically perform the functions of
iopposition party. The failure of the party
b perform the roles of a formidable
dpposition is detrimental to the country's
democratization project, The inability of the
mrty to stand as a viable opposition cannot
beunconnected with the challenges facing
te party. These challenges are however,
lenvable from the leadership crisis facing
e party since it relinquished power. The
prty has been engulfed in a leadership
isis since the resignation in May 2015 of
e former National Chairman of the party
Whaji Adamu Muazu. The crisis is
Wosened by “the choice of the new
fhairman between Sen. Ali-Modu Sherrif,
o was claimed to have been sacked as the
iaty's National Chairman at its May 21
Miional Convention and Sen, Ahmed
lakarfi the Chairman of the constituted
litional Caretaker Committee. While some
ity bigwigs is of the opinion that Sen. Ali-
lodu Sherrif has been sacked, Ali-Modu

Sherrif believes he remains the National
Chairman of the Peoples Democratic Party
until the court states otherwise (Vanguard
News. August: 2016).
ltwas reported that "Sheriff has, on different
occasions, rejected the Makarli-led
National Caretaker Committee which was
constituted at the convention as an
aberration, saying that there is no provision
for such bodics in PDP's Constitution
(Vanguard News, August: 2016). However,
attempts at resolving the leadership crisis
amicably and outside the court failed as both
factions refused to "sheath their swords”,
This led to a legal tussle and on the 16" of
February, 2017 the Court of Appeal sitting
in Port Harcourt, Rivers State, on Thursday
affirmed Sen Ali Modu Sheriff, as the
authentic National Chairman of the party
(Opejobi, 2017). The Markafi faction
however, rejected the Appeal Court
Judgement claiming that Ali- Modu Sherrif
cannot lead that party.

Opposition parties are necessary
constituents of a democratization process.
The contribution of opposition parties, civil
society organizations as well as the citizens
In scrutinising, critiquing, and prolesting
against ideas and policies of government is
invaluably critical to the strengthening of
the democratic process and achievement of
socio-economic development. Indeed. the
centrality of opposition party (o the
development of democracy cannot be
overemphasized. Democracy cannot




blossom in a situation where there is no
opposition party or where the opposition is
suppressed or weak. While democratic
principles such as the conduct of free, fair
and regular elections, respect for
fundamental human rights of citizens, free
press, independent judiciary, transparent
and accountability are fundamental
principles of democracy, "informed control
of rulers by the electorate, and tolerance on
the part of government of critical dissents in
manners expected of a well-
institutionalised opposition and responsible
citizens are other fundamental principles
that define a decent democratic culture”
(Adesola, 2016). In this context, citizens
and opposition parties are allowed to state
their grievance and disagreement with
actions and policies of the ruling party. They
are also giving the room to differ and
provide reasonable alternatives to issucs
affecting the country since their
constructive dissents cannot be treated as
treasonable acts (Adesola, 2016).

Considering the foregoing, it can be
deduced that the Peoples' Democratic Party
have not demonstrated considerable
capability in fostering the nation's
democratization process. The actions and
character of the party are not in tandem with
its founding objectives and mission
statement. The ability of the PDP to serve as
a viable agent of development and
consolidation of democracy in Nigeria is
retarded by its inability to imbibe and

observe the fundamental principles of
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internal party democracy. This have
manifested within the party in the form of
constant intra-party conflict and leadership
crisis, inability to function as a viable
opposition, lack of transparency and
accountability, mutual distrust and mass
defection and disregard for democratic
cthos and principles. Owing to these, the
PDP has not been able to perform credibly
its functions as a political party. This has
invariably led to the citizens'
discontentment with the operations and
character of the party when it held power
and hence it was voted out of office.
Signifying therefore, a democratic
disconnect between the activities of the
party and efforts at democratizing the polity.
The political party which once boasted of
holding on to power for more than sixty
years before it was eased out of power
through the 2015 presidential election had
not exhibited the characteristics of a well
institutionalised political party and
according to Adesola (2016) the "PDP since
losing power has continued to grope in the
dark of divisiveness, illogicality,
irresponsibility, and sheer vapidity”,

The nature and character of the PDP can be
located in the description which Morrison
(2004:421) gave to African political parties.
According to him after independence,
African political parties "lost all importance
as democratic institutions and became tools
for authoritarian leaders who articulated the
parties' priorities as well as governments'
policies, and later on became only interested
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ithe inviolability of their monopoly on
weer (Morrison 2004:421). Rather than
g developed as organizations, the
piitcal parties turned out as valuable
whicles for ambitious politicians.
lmsequently, the parties were not
mtitutionalized as viable political
wtintions. The party leaders used the party
re to mobilize adequate support from
It electorate so as to negotiate with the
fher party leaders for the distribution of
plic good (Rakner and Svasand,
07:14). As a result, African political
ties have weak roots in the society and
psess an - extremely low  level of
wintionalization. Thus, such parties find
Veremely difficult to emphasize politics
jissues. Rather, their mobilization of
plar forces have been largely driven by
hicity and religion, as much as the
lieice of money politics” (Omotola,

i:62)

mclusion

liicel parties are integral and viable
al institutions of democracy. When
we deeply rooted and adequately
iwionalized as political organizations,
il parties through the roles and
ifons they perform  are capable of
ing and consolidating democracy. By
o of these functions and roles most
wratic societies accord political parties
Ikmost position in its democratic
im. Despite the importance of political
s o democracy, political parties most
izclly in new and developing

(O¥)

democracies have failed 10 adequately
perform the roles and functions which they
are designed to perform. Consequently, the
standard of living of the citizens continues
to deteriorate as a result of insensitivity of
governments to perform its functions
adequately. Using the Peoples' Democratic
Party as a point of reference, it is discovered
that political parties in Nigeria are weakly
rooted in the society.

Therefore, they are characterised by low
fevel of political institutionalization.
Political parties in Nigeria lack internal
party democracy, internal unity and
discipline. These have been largely
responsible for their in‘ability to perform the
functions of a well institutionalized political
party so as to help drive the democratization
process. For political parties to be able to
achieve this, they must [irst and foremost
imbibe and oabserve to the letter, the
principles of internal party democracy. The
process of selecting candidates for elective
posts must be transparent and open to
cveryone who is qualified. Secondly,
Nigerian political parties should be
reformed in order to move them away from
being agents of acquisition of power and
medium of gaining unfettered access to the
nations' treasury to viable political
institutions capable of meeting the needs of
the common man. Equally important is the
fact that political parties, most especially
the PDP should devise a means of settling its
internal wrangling which is largely
orchestrated by the leadership crisis the

wh




party is presently facing. This will enable it
to reorganise and reinvent itself to meet up
with the challenges of fostering the
democratization process as an opposition
political party.
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