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ABSTRACT 

Elections in Nigeria since the return to constitutional rule in 1999 has posed serious challenges 

and demonstrated serious concern about security and human rights in both pre and post elections 

periods. Sadly the 2007 general elections were meant to be part of consolidating Nigeria’s 

tenuous democracy after decades of abusive military rule, were not only brazenly rigged but also 

exceptionally violent with high rate of human rights abuses epitomized in disenfranchisement, 

torture, killings and repressions. The 2007 elections amply demonstrate these challenges at 

various stages, before and during the elections. This paper examines how security provisioning  

during the 2007 general elections impinges on political and civil rights of Nigerians. As 

generally recognized, elections are supposed to be the celebrations of human rights, but events in 

Nigeria have proved otherwise. The study made use of secondary data and interviews of 

knowledgeable individuals. 

 

 

 

Introduction 

In many ways, elections in Nigeria are akin to war. For one thing, mobilization by the election 

commission is massive, and akin to preparation for major war (Ibeanu and Mbah, 2012:17). Like 

all elections before 2007, it required the assemblage of thousands of people composed of poll 

workers, party workers, security personnel and election observers. It also required the acquisition 
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of over 120,000 ballot boxes and materials for the elections. For another thing, the heat and 

passion associated with elections in Nigeria often make elections appear like war (Ibeanu and 

Mbah, 2012:2).  

 

In 2011 elections, securing the electoral process remained a major challenge of election 

management in Nigeria. Over the years, the Independent National Electoral Commission (INEC) 

confronted serious security problems in the build up to, during and in the aftermath of elections. 

Another election is planned for 2015. With the high rate of insecurity in Nigeria; Boko Haram 

insurgency, armed robbery, kidnappings among others, it is important to review the 2007 

elections which was regarded as a sham and the worst election ever conducted in Nigeria. 

 

Nigeria as a new nation, a heterogeneous and multiethnic society is beset by numerous cleavages 

and centrifugal tendencies. Consequently, state power becomes means of production for those 

who control it.  Because the members of the governing class lack economic base, the state power 

easily provides one. This process entails that intensive competition and struggle for the control of 

the state power ensues since the state power provides quick and easy means for accumulation of 

capital and wealth.  This also involves primitive accumulation of votes which involves serious 

abuse of rights and problem of securing elections and individuals.   

 

Sadly the  2007 elections which were meant to be part of consolidating Nigeria’s tenuous 

democracy after decades of abusive military rule, were not only brazenly rigged but also 

exceptionally violent with high rate of human rights abuses epitomized in disenfranchisement, 

torture, killings and repressions. The elections marked a critical point in Nigeria’s transition 

towards becoming a functional democracy. This primitive accumulation of votes is sustained by 

and often effected by the use of the army, the police and other public and private security 

structures to support their course.  

 

The Conjuncture of Elections and Human Rights 

In the Western democracies, elections are a celebration of fundamental human rights. These 

rights are expressed in political and civil rights. In general, political rights include freedom of 
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expression, freedom of association and assembly, the right to take part in the government of 

one’s country and the rights to vote and be voted for at elections. Civil rights include the right to 

life, liberty and security of the person which offer protection from physical violence against the 

person. In other words, they are called physical integrity rights. They also include protection 

from torture and inhuman treatment, arbitrary arrest, detention, exile, slavery and servitude, 

interference with one’s privacy and right of ownership, restriction of person’s freedom of 

movement and freedom of thought, conscience and religion. In many countries, political and 

civil rights are justiceable whereas other rights such as economic, social and cultural rights are 

not. 

 

A genuine election is a political competition that takes place in an environment characterized by 

confidence, transparency, and accountability and that provides voters with an informed choice 

between distinct political alternatives (OSCE/ODIHR, 2007:11). Therefore, a genuine 

democratic electoral process presupposes respect for freedom of expression and free press, the 

right to vote and be voted for at elections, freedom of assembly and movement, freedom of 

association, non-discrimination and equal rights for all citizens, freedom from intimidation, and a 

range of other fundamental human rights and freedoms. In fact sections 33 – 46 (Chapter IV) of 

1999 Nigerian Constitution specify these rights expressively. Section 14 of the 1999 constitution 

specifies the importance of election to democracy. 

 

The nexus between elections and human rights underlie the fundamental dignity of beings in the 

process of choosing who governs him and the type of liberty or freedom he may enjoy during the 

regime’s reign. Election, therefore, represents a modern and universally accepted process in 

which individuals are openly and methodically chosen to represent a body or a community in a 

large entity or government (Nnadozie, 2007:45). It has become one of the cardinal 

characterizations of modern democracy. It is only through electoral process that representative 

democracy can be practised. Without adhering to the electoral laws and processes, democracy 

cannot be practiced or institutionalized. It is because of the importance of elections in the 

democratic process that any problem associated with the electoral process has direct impact on 

the democratic institutions and freedom enjoyed in any democratic set up. 
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To vote is an act or a process of making a choice or decision on a matter by means of voting and 

this is expressed on ballot paper or other options in which choice is expressed. In this context, 

voting can be expressed as the right to make a choice or decision in political elections regarding 

candidate for political offices. So, voting expresses the actual making of rational decisions in 

choosing between alternative candidates who are contesting political offices. There can be no 

elections without voting and there can be no voting without election. In both, a choice is 

expressed. An election is one of the means by which a society may organize itself and make 

specific formal decision, and where voting is free, it acts simultaneously as a system for making 

certain decisions regarding the power relations in a society, and a method for seeking political 

obedience with a minimum of sacrifice of the individual’s freedom.   

 

Since democracy implies majority rule, it also involves respect for fundamental rights of the 

people. Thus, Nzongola – Ntalaja (2004:14), explains democracy as a continuous process of 

promoting equal access to fundamental rights. Because democracy has election as an important 

aspect, it then touches on the delicate issues of expressing rights in choosing or electing public 

office holders. Democracy entails a way of life, goal, ideal and philosophy which guarantees 

freedom of the majority and the rights of the minority (Oddih, 2007:148).  

 

Thus, democracy which embodies such elements as election has several different contemporary 

usages such as: 

(1) A form of government in which the right to make political decisions is exercised directly 

by the whole body of citizens, acting under procedures of majority rule, usually known as 

direct democracy. 

(2) A form of government in which the citizens exercise the same right not in person but 

through representatives chosen by and responsible to them, known as representative 

democracy. 

(3) A form of government, usually a representative democracy, in which the powers of the 

majority are exercised within a framework of constitutional restraints designed to 

guarantee all citizens the enjoyment of certain individual or collective rights such as 

freedom of association, freedom of speech known as liberal or constitutional democracy 
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(Gwinn and Nortan, 1992:29). This is so hence the ultimate goal of democracy is to 

minimize arbitrary and tyrannical rule and to examine a pattern of civility rooted in 

respect and justice for man to achieve a human policy. 

 

And for election to be free and fair there must be an honest, competent, non-partisan 

administration to run elections, enabling rules and regulation – electoral laws, a developed 

system of political parties, and an independent judiciary to interpret electoral laws. However, 

both the electoral body and judiciary are partisan in Nigeria because they appear to be selectively 

applying the law. As such the prevailing climate of impunity in Nigeria seems to be the biggest 

single obstacle to ending abuses of human rights. 

  

Thus, radical scholars see democracy as practised in liberal states as a shackled democracy. This 

is because the bourgeois class in these liberal states dominates and exploits the working class 

who constitute the majority. The major tenet and belief of the Marxist theory of democracy is 

that social equality and absence of economic exploitation is the yardstick for determining 

genuine democracy. Political equality presupposes sufficient social and material equality to 

enable contending groups to utilize formal political rights in roughly the same degree. Where 

sharp social and material inequalities exist, the provision of equal political rights confers a major 

advantage on those who command greatest resource to mobilize in defence of their interest 

(Parkin, cited in Oddih, 2007:152). It is from the foregoing analysis that we agree with the 

Marxist explanation of democracy that an equalitarian/egalitarian society needs to emerge as an 

existing ideals and principles of democracy that can ensure justice, peace, freedom and civil 

liberties.  

 

Legal equality of all electors or voters exists in conjunction with their freedom to choose which 

of the political candidates would represent them. As Nnoli notes, “this historical and worldwide 

significance of elections for human progress does not necessarily mean that in every country 

elections adequately reflect these traits of democracy, or contribute to material and socio-

political well-being of the masses of the population.” In Nigeria, therefore, the history of 

elections has not really expressed that the masses can look forward to them as a significant force 
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in changing the material conditions of their existence or change the experience of previous 

military regimes in restoring their civil and political rights. This is because the moral values of 

Nigerians are corrupted by the blatant disregard to electoral laws and constitutional order.   

  

In whatever context that the process of election is used, it implies that each voter exercises his or 

her right to choose independently of any other voters. It expresses the divergent views of voters 

on issues, policies and programmes of political parties and candidates for election. Therefore, 

election implies an element of choice expressed in voting in selecting either from a number of 

candidates or a range of programmes.   

  

Although elections make provisions for the masses to express themselves about the conduct of 

public officials who have been in power, they do not guarantee the masses of direct future events 

or guarantee them access to decision-making (Palumbo, 1974:27). That is why Joseph 

(1991:155) aptly describes Nigerian elections as principally a competition for control of the 

electoral machinery. Any party which fails to win support of this machinery in a particular area, 

or neutralize the influence of its opponents over the personnel operating the machinery, risks 

losing elections and expression of their political rights, regardless of the actual support it enjoys 

among the voters or electorate.  

             

Elections are therefore, about power and contending political objectives and thus prone to 

conflict. This notes the strong interdependence between human rights violations and intractable 

conflict. Human rights are the articulation of the need for justice, tolerance, mutual respect and 

human dignity in all of our activity.Protracted conflict especially the struggle for state power 

manifests in assaults on political rights and fundamental right to life and these are widespread in 

Nigeria since 1999.  

  

Historically, Nigerians have demonstrated a will to struggle for democracy, preserve hard-won 

democratic rights and struggle for more rights. In this connection, Nnoli (2008:14 – 15) argues 

that:  

The country is endowed with organized interests of all levels of 
society, from village and community associations to specialized 
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groups. Trade unions intervene in the public arena contesting 
government regulations and policies, and pursuing the demands of 
their members … and Nigeria has also had a long history of 
combative journalism. By 1997 it had a vibrant mass media 
whose struggle for democracy had been wide-ranging and 
persistent.  

 
Thus, the root of the mass media in anti-colonial struggle has molded it into an instrument of 

political agitation and promotion as well as protection of human rights in Nigeria. Military 

regimes have authoritarian character in their values and politics. In this way, the current Nigerian 

civil regime has equally been authoritarian in many ways, and often their authoritarianism is a 

tactical instrument for retaining power. To be sure, the crop of civilian leadership who were 

formerly military officers has not been an asset to democratization and promotion of human 

rights in Nigeria.  

  

However, the electorates have not been freed from state repression and climate of intolerance. 

This is because elections in Nigeria have been compared to wars and wars have the imprints of 

conflict which essentially involve both the police and the army and other security operations. 

This ‘war’ was particularly visible in the expensive manner politicians prepare for elections and 

state power. It typifies itself in the primitive accumulation of votes, that is, winning votes by use 

of violence and utter disregard of the rule of the game of politics (Ibeanu, 2003). This primitive 

accumulation of votes is sustained by and often justified by the use of the army, the police and 

other public and private security structures to support their course. What really boggles our 

minds is whether actually choices are expressed in elections? And if not, why? This question has 

become necessary because voting which expresses the right to make a choice among competing 

candidates have become a mirage in Nigeria. 

 
Theoretical Discourse 

Elections are about power and contending political platforms. One explanatory note for 

militarization of votes is machine politics. A political machine is “an organization controlled by 

a boss or a small coterie of leaders which subjects party organization and public officials to its 

will and operates efficiently and ruthlessly in exploiting governmental activities of nearly every 

sort for the private gain of its members” (Smith and Zurcher 1944:190). This process can be 
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understood through the logic of capitalism and its particular manifestation in the periphery of the 

global system. Once capitalist production relations are constituted by initial act of force 

(primitive accumulation), they are reproduced more or less automatically, essentially as a result 

of the generalization of commodity production and exchange. In capitalist countries, people are 

first and foremost commodity bearers, and market ethnics and norms such as individualism, 

profit motive, competition and equality dominate social life. As commodity bearers, members of 

a capitalist society exist as separate, self-interested individuals in competition with one another 

(Ibeanu, 2003). Market forces regulate this competition and everybody is equally subject to these 

forces of demand and supply. 

 

Being socially atomized, formally free, equal and self-interested proprietors, this community of 

commodity bearers evolves political forms akin to the market. The most critical of these political 

forms are elections and rule of law (Ibeanu, 2003:5). While the market finds its political 

expression in elections, the forces of supply and demand are incarnated politically in the rule of 

law. It is in this light that the laws of these societies generally provide for the freedom of 

individuals to vote and be voted for, the equality of votes and freedom of choice between 

political platforms. The ballot becomes the medium of exchange in the electoral market. 

However, capitalist societies of the periphery such as Nigeria exhibit a lack of thorough-going 

commoditization. The market society built around formally free, separate, self-interested and 

equal commodity bearers has not become dominant. In contrast, the market is still ruled by pre-

capitalist relations and structures such as communalism, particularism, affectivity, ascription and 

patriarchy (Ibeanu, 2003). In the face of these, the requisite regime for proper regulation remains 

immature. Consequently, peripheral capitalism is prone to primitive accumulation which is the 

preponderance of force/violence in regulating relations over the ideology of the market. 

  

Thus, machine politics is the highest stage of primitive accumulation of votes. It involves the 

parceling out of parts of the state, including territories, to individuals, usually under the 

leadership of one or two notables or indeed single family, who maintain their pre bend 

essentially by force (Ibeanu, 2007:9). It involves state approval of abuse of state power and 

abuse of human rights in a more bizarre manner, both physical and structural on the populace. In 
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Nigeria, particularly at the state levels, two parallel governments exist. One is the official 

government while the other is the political machine (unofficial but very powerful). The machine 

puts the official government in power on a pre-election written or gentleman’s undertaking made 

by the candidate to the effect that incoming government will be in hock to the machine (Ibeanu, 

2007:10). This machine is a natural phenomenon that emerged since the end of military rule in 

1999. 

  

The machine uses the police, the army and other security operatives in acquiring and in 

sustaining state power. This is visible in the primitive accumulation of votes that is winning 

votes by use of violence and utter disregard to the electoral laws. The primitive accumulation of 

votes is sustained by and often justified in the name of communal interests like clan and ethnic 

interests by the machine. Furthermore, human rights abuses such as torture, killings, maiming 

and disenfranchisement have been rampant at the 2003 and 2007 general elections in Nigeria. 

The notoriority of this process means that the coercive apparatuses of the state at the disposal of 

the machine are nurtured to bring fruition the desires of the machine. Any obstruent element that 

tends to thwart this desire is eliminated by the security personnel. However, the genuine desire 

for democratic consolidation is obviated through this process. For one, social and political rights 

of citizens are tramped upon in the process of meeting the desires of the machine. For another, 

the use of security operatives which suppose to maintain law and order in the protection of 

citizen rights have been instrument for obviating the enjoyment of human rights at elections in 

Nigeria.  

 
Conceptualizing Security     

Security is a polysemous, cross-cutting and multi-dimensional concept, which has over the forty 

years been the subject of broad and rich debate. Long before that, the history of mankind was 

interspersed by the frenzied search for the best ways of ensuring the security of the people, their 

property, their territories, their states their institutions etc (Moulaye, 2006:17). However, there is 

no generally accepted definition of security. This is because security is a social phenomenon and 

does not lend itself to common understanding since definitions of the phenomenon is often 

approached from different perspectives,                                                                         

  



Afro Asian Journal of Social Sciences 
Volume V, No 4. Quarter IV 2014 
ISSN: 2229 – 5313 
 

10 
 

Security as a concept has two related meanings. First, it has a strict political meaning that refers 

to the capacity of a ruling group to use state power to protect its interests or values from external, 

threats, and to maintain order internally with minimal use of violence. The capacity of the ruling 

groups to protect its interest is determined by whether the state and government as its main 

agency are weak or strong. Externally, ruling groups of weak states show a low capacity to 

protect their interests; and internally, force or violence is used frequently to maintain order. By 

contrast, ruling groups of strong states show a high capacity to ward off external threats to its 

interests, and internal order is maintained with a minimal use of state violence (Amin 1987). 

 

Secondly, security has a broader meaning that has to do with two sets of relations that people 

enter into as they engage themselves in the production of their means of livelihood. 

1. The Relation between Members of a Society and the Natural Environment in which they 

Live: Security here refers to the carrying capacity of the biophysical environment. If the 

use of the environment exceeds its carrying capacity, security declines. In this sense, 

security measures the capacity of the natural environment to sustain the physical needs of 

man. The measure of security in this sense is twofold: 

              a)    Sustainable exploitation of nature (the environment) – that is striking a     balance 

between the exploitation of nature for man’s immediate needs on the one hand, and its protection 

for man’s future needs on the other. This is what is sometimes called sustainable development. 

   b)       Sustained regeneration of nature – that is man’s ability to renew nature using 

both natural and man-made means (Ibeanu, 1999:12). 

2. Relationship among Members of a Society: The first relationship (between man and 

nature) always exists in the context of human beings in interaction (social interaction). In 

other words, human beings living together use nature to produce their means of 

livelihood and for the betterment of members of society. It is not however always the 

case that natural endowments and products from them are used for the equal betterment 

of all members of society. It tends to be the case that some members of society benefits 

are able to take a lion’s share to the detriment of others, thus leading to conflicts. As soon 

as such conflict arise, those who benefit the most then invent instruments, usually 

instruments of violence, which enables them to continue to control the wealth of society 
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to the disadvantage of others. These instruments include the army, police and other 

security organizations (Ibeanu, 1999:14). In this second context, security measures the 

extent to which the wealth of society is equitably used for the betterment of society. 

Hence, the more equitable the distribution of the wealth of society the more secure the 

society is and therefore the less the necessity for ruling groups to use instruments of 

violence to maintain their dominance. Therefore two types of security exist.  

 
Soft and Hard Security 

We can make a distinction between soft and hard security (Ibeanu, 2007:5). Soft security, which 

we also call human security, means the full protection of the human beings by providing fully for 

means of existence such as food, housing, clothing, dignity, etc. In its soft sense security has to 

do with protection from poverty, exploitation, disease, injustice and the like.  

  

Hard security, on the other hand, means the use of instruments of coercion to maintain an 

existing state of affairs, usually favourable to ruling groups, which in many cases are detrimental 

to the security of the vast majority of people. Herein lies a major paradox: The greater 

application of hard security is an indication that ruling groups are in fact insecure, 

notwithstanding the appearance of strength represented by coercive instruments of the state. 

Therefore, soft security tends to promote and protect human rights, while hard security often 

undermines human rights.  

            

 One of the qualities of a state is measured by the extent to which the state is able to exercise 

firm control over a standing army and police while eliminating non-state controlled armies, 

militias and gangs. The emergence of democratic rule in May 1999 seemed to have introduced a 

harsh wind of insecurity in Nigeria. This is due to the failure of the postcolonial state elite to 

address the dualism of the colonial era as found in the coexistence of non-formal traditional 

institutions and the formal state structures. The colonial state was artificial and remote which 

prompted sections of the population to withdraw from the state. This state today has not been 

able to meet the first requirement of statehood, by failing to move from private monopoly for the 

means of legitimate violence. There is no development of autonomous public system as the logic 

of authoritarian rule has led to the personalization and wrong use of security forces for private 
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gains rather than for public good. 

  

The conception of security introduced or imposed by colonial powers in Nigeria and 

strengthened by successive regimes after independence is erroneous and has been ill-adapted to 

the current democratic context. It was the type of security that colonial authorities promoted. 

Such a prototype of security was developed by the colonial government officials mainly to 

protect themselves and their system and not the colonized peoples. The underlying principle then 

stressed the need to secure only the interests of the United Kingdom and colonial elite. 

  

This conception of security was carried over into the post-colonial state, where a selective, 

repressive and oppressive security was put in place to serve exclusively the interest of the state, 

the ruling party and ruling elite. What really existed and still existing as state security or national 

security in Nigeria is really nothing but regime security. It meant that the security forces were 

primarily looking after the interest of the regime in power and not that of the people. Thus, this 

type of security is generally characterized by an ideological orientation, protection of the regime 

in power, criminalization of political opposition, instrumentalisation of the police, heavy 

involvement of the army in security and even militarization of the police. That is why Ibeanu 

(2007:6) argues that there is a general crisis of security in Nigeria, which he explained by both 

immediate and remote factors. The more remote factors he argues point to a general failure of 

governance in Nigeria, particularly, though not exclusively, arising from long periods of military 

rule, 1966 – 1979 and 1983 – 1999. This failure of governance is reflected in poor socio-

economic conditions, communal conflicts and political authoritarianism.  

  

According to him, these remote factors are linked to an immediate factor namely, the failure of 

public security decision-making structures in Nigeria. This failure is expressed in their 

incapacity, partiality and inaccessibility. The cumulative effects of both failure of governance 

and failure of public security structures are threefold: 

1 Manipulation of Security: The use of security decisions for political gains e.g. misuse 

of security financial votes and militarization of elections. 

2 Communalization of Security: Widespread existence of vigilantes, ethnic militias and 
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irregular forces linked to specific communities contesting the security space with pubic 

security agencies.  

3 Privatization of Security: Commercialization of security, extensive use of private 

security agencies, private use of army and police, personalization of public security 

decision-making (Ibeanu, 2007).  

The above cumulative effects of both failure of governance and failure of public security 

structures have implications for both 2003 and 2007 elections and human rights in Nigeria. To be 

sure, it shows how the governing elite use the security structure for their personal gains. This was 

expressed in their repressive and suppressive characterization which usually deprives citizens of 

their civil and political rights. It tends to suggest that such uses of the security structure will 

definitely hinder the enjoyment of human rights.  

 
Conceptualizing Human Rights 

There is universal consensus that all peoples are entitled to certain basic rights under any 

circumstances. Human rights are commonly understood as those rights that are inherent in 

human beings; they exist due to the very fact of their being human. It entails that human rights is 

based on the belief that every being is entitled to enjoy these rights without discrimination. 

Human rights differ from other rights in two respects: First they are:  

(I) Inherent in all human beings by virtue of their humanity alone (they do not have for 

example, to be purchased or to be granted). 

(ii) Inalienable (within qualified legal boundaries) and  

(iii) Equally applicable to all. 

 Second, the main duties deriving from human rights fall on states and their authorities or 

agents, not on individual. Hence, human rights are basic rights and must be protected and 

promoted by law. The idea of basic rights originated from the need to protect the individual 

against the arbitrary use of state power (Ibeanu, 2007). 

 
Classification of Human Rights 

Human rights denote a broad spectrum of rights ranging from the right to life to the right to 

cultural identity. These rights can be arranged and specified in different ways. There are two 

basic classifications of human rights.  
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(1) Classic and Social Rights 

Classic rights are often seen to require the non-intervention of the state (negative obligation), and 

‘social rights’ as requiring active intervention on the part of the state (positive obligation). 

Classic rights involve an obligation for the state to refrain from certain actions, while social 

rights oblige it to provide certain guarantees. Examples of classic rights include freedom of 

association, freedom of expression, freedom of assembly, right to fair trail etc., which fall under 

the group of civil and political rights.  

  

However, Ibeanu (2007:8) has noted that social rights require the active intervention of the state 

for their realization. For example, the right to the highest attainable standard of health implies the 

obligation of the state to provide adequate healthcare, while the right to education implies the 

provision of educational institutions like schools.  

 
(2) Civil, Political, Economic, Social and Cultural Rights 

Civil Rights 

Civil rights include the right to life, liberty and security of the person which offer protection 

from physical violence against the person. They are called physical integrity rights. They include 

protection from torture and inhuman treatment, arbitrary arrest, detention, exile, slavery and 

servitude, interference with one’s privacy and right of ownership, restriction of person’s freedom 

of movement and freedom of thought, conscience and religion. 

 
Political Rights 

Generally, political rights include freedom of expression, freedom of association and assembly, 

the right to take part in the government of one’s country, and the right to vote and be voted for at 

elections.  

 
Economic and Social Rights 

Economic and social rights provide the conditions necessary for economic and social well-being 

of the citizen. Economic rights consists of the right to property, the right to work, the right to a 

fair wage, a reasonable limitation of working hours, whereas trade union right, social right, are 

those rights necessary for an adequate standard of living, including rights to health, shelter, food, 
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social care and the right to education.  

 
Cultural Rights 

Cultural rights are the rights to participate freely in the cultural life of the community, to share in 

scientific advancement, and the right to the protection of the moral and material interests 

resulting from any scientific, literary or artistic production of which one is the author (Sepulveda, 

et al, 2004:62). 

In most countries, civil and political rights are justiceable, whereas economic, social and cultural 

rights are often not. 

 
Security, Human Rights and Elections in Nigeria 

Elections are crucial driving force of democratic politics. And the state, as the organizing 

element of elections, is the most important bridge between security and human rights in any 

society. Voters participate in electing public office holders over issues in which they show a 

great interest and therefore make choices among competing parties on the basis of issues. This 

process ensured that voters do not simply vote because they want to vote but vote based on 

content of issues presented by parties during campaigns. This important element of issue-based 

voting has been consistently subverted by the members of the governing class through the use of 

the public security structure by which they turn up dubious election results that do not reflect the 

choice and aspirations of voters.   

  

Security is essential to political participation, competition, and choice. Free and fair election 

cannot be possible amidst chaos and pervasive violence. So security sector plays critical roles in 

democratic elections. Security agencies are needed to guarantee an atmosphere of safety and 

security so that citizens can exercise their democratic electoral rights. During the preparations 

preceding elections, during and after the poll, the security plays important roles. Their roles 

become imperative in a country like Nigeria where violent behavior and fraud have characterized 

successive elections and undermined transition from one civilian government to another or from 

authoritarian rule to democratic rule. However, security sector can play vicious and virtuous 

roles in the electoral process. But the aspect which makes the enjoyment of human rights in 

Nigeria difficult is the vicious one.  
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The security sector in Nigeria covers a wide range of institutions, organizations, bodies, groups 

and other actors. Specifically the sector comprises all those state institutions, which have a 

formal mandate to ensure the safety of the state and its citizens against acts of violence and 

coercion such as the armed forces, the police and paramilitary forces, the intelligence and secret 

Services, as well as judicial and penal institutions. The police and the military have constitutional 

roles to play in any democracy. In fact section 215 (3) of the 1999 Nigerian constitution explains 

the roles the Nigeria police should play in the maintenance of public safety and order. The police 

are empowered to arrest crime and criminals and to prosecute them. It has also the responsibility 

of protecting lives and private as well as public property. 

  

In the same manner, the 1999 Nigeria constitution recognizes the role of the Armed Forces in the 

country’s constitutional democratic arrangement. Thus, Section 217 (2) states that the Armed 

Forces have the responsibilities of: 

1 Defending Nigeria from external aggression;  

2 Maintaining its territorial integrity and securing its borders from violation on land, sea or 

air;  

3 Suppressing insurrection and acting in aid of civil authorities to restore order when called 

upon to do so by the president. 

4 Performing such other functions as may be prescribed by an Act of the National 

Assembly (Federal Republic of Nigeria, 1999:101). 

However, the role of the military and police in 2007 general elections showed the extent their 

vicious roles can go in the electoral process. Their roles were quite incongruous with the 

democratic and electoral norms, and well off in international standards. The 2007 elections 

witnessed a rape of the above provisions of the constitution.  

  

As we all know, elections in Nigeria are characterized by violence and fraud. Most often security 

personnel have been used not to perform their constitutional responsibilities but to pursue the 

personal interests of the ruling groups, thereby initiating and escalating electoral conflicts and 

abuse of human rights. For example, electoral violence in the former Western Region between 

1964 and 1965 was one of the precipitating factors for the military intervention in Nigerian 
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politics in 1966. At the time, Nigeria maintained two systems of police force - federal and local. 

During federal elections, all police agencies came under the command of the Inspector-General 

of Police. However, there were clear evidence that the police were partisan in carrying out their 

electoral duties especially in the process of nomination, campaign, polling and collation of 

results. In addition, they were involved in arbitrary arrest of opposition party candidates, 

suspected and imagined opposition and supporters. They did this in the order of the ruling party 

in order to frustrate their nomination and campaign, to intimidate other contestants and their 

supporters in the opposition party. Arrests were equally made on flimsy excuses such as breach 

of peace and non payment of taxes. These were the defining issues that led the deployment of the 

military to maintain public order in the western region in 1964 and 1965.  

 

The activities of the police since the early 1960 have made many Nigerians doubt their sincerity 

in carrying out their public responsibilities concerning elections. However, the allegations were 

rarely proved before election tribunals. Before the 1983 elections, the Shagari government 

bought sophisticated weapons, including armoured personnel carriers for the police. This led to 

the suspicion that the administration intended to use the police to rig elections. Unfortunately, the 

deployment and behaviours of the police during the elections confirmed the fear of Nigerians and 

of the opposition. The 2003 elections also witnessed the same arms build-up for the election. 

Similar action was also taken by President Obasanjo few months before the 2007 elections. The 

run-up to the 2007 elections has seen a pattern where sophisticated arms were procured for the 

police by Obasanjo’s administration. The whole idea for this deliberate procurement by the 

government prior to elections is to predispose the leadership of the force to support the desperate 

efforts of the ruling party to retain power at all costs. Even at the state levels, the governors also 

use financial inducement to woo the police and the army to manipulate the leadership of the 

forces in their command. The case of Enugu State, under Chimaroke Nnamani, where the 82 

Division of the Nigerian Army played prominent roles in retaining power for the ruling party in 

the state, is exemplary.  

  

Furthermore, the massive deployment of soldiers to polling stations not only creates tensions and 

fears but also intimidates voters and supporters of the opposition parties who do not have access 
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to the army and police. The mobilization of the military for the re-run of the gubernatorial 

elections in Kogi, Adamawa, Cross River, and Ekiti states on March 29, 2008, April 26, 2008, 

May 25, 2008 and April12, 2009 respectively was akin to mobilization for war. Politicians look 

upon elections as a do-or-die affair, a thought echoed by President Obasanjo in the 2007general 

elections when he made it clear to the nation and the electoral commission that the PDP had to 

win the elections at all costs.   In all cases, soldiers in several vehicles armed with automatic 

weapons, patrol the major cities. The deployment assumed a major form of intimidation and 

disenfranchisement of members of the opposition and many Nigerians. This is reaffirmed in the 

loyalty of the police and the army to the ruling party immediately before and during elections. 

This follows abuse of arrests, detention, investigative, and prosecutorial powers as witnessed in 

the activities of the Economic and Financial Crimes Commission (EFCC), police and office of 

the Attorney-General of the Federation prior to the 2007 elections Their activities entails denial 

of permit for campaign rallies to the opposition parties and the discriminatory arrests of members 

of the opposition on flimsy allegations of planning to breach public peace. 

  

These were possible because the 1999 Nigeria constitution contains some ambiguities which give 

some certain powers to the incumbent chief executives as the chief security officers either of the 

federation or the state. For their role in election takes them out of the realm of their constitutional 

responsibilities. They have become very repressive in their dealings with voters and the 

opposition and cease to be people|voter friendly. Such provisions are blatantly misused and 

abused especially during the period of elections. In fact, section 215 (4) provides that:  

Subject to the provisions of this section, the governor of a state or 
such commissioner of the government as he may authorize in that 
behalf, may give to the commissioner of police of that state such 
lawful directions with respect to the maintenance and security of 
public safety and public order within the state as he considers 
necessary and the Commissioner of Police shall comply with 
those directions or cause them to be complied with (Federal 
Republic of Nigeria, 1999:84).  
 

By this section the responsibilities of the police in the electoral process are subverted, the section 

gives an ample opportunity for the Governor or his commissioner to connive in order to repress 

and oppress opposition and voters. And during the polls proper, they are used to intimidate, rig 
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and falsify election results in favour of the ruling party as witnessed in 2007 general elections in 

Nigeria. By working in tandem with the Commissioner of Police, the Governor uses his office to 

influence ballot snatching, box stuffing, rigging and disenfranchisement, and killing of 

opponents and voters. The foregoing varying manifestations of abuse of civil and political rights 

are interrelated and have deep-rooted causes such as culture of militarism that has antecedents in 

military rule, politics of exclusion and political disempowerment as well as leadership crisis in 

Nigeria. Sadly the 2007 elections which were meant to take steps forward towards consolidating 

Nigeria’s tenuous democracy after decades of abusive military rule, were not only brazenly 

rigged but also exceptionally violent resulting in at least 400 election-related deaths.  

                 

The violence surrounding elections in Nigeria reflects entrenched patterns of militarization and 

human right abuses that have pervaded Nigeria’s political system not only in 2007 general 

elections but preceding ones. The 2007 elections began in April 2007. These were moments for 

voters to choose their leaders for a second time since returning to civilian rule in 1999. Voters 

came out in overwhelming numbers in April polls. However, there was no pretences of elections 

taking place in many polling stations across the nation, because of vote rigging, violent 

intimidation and falsification of election results. In others, logistic problems prevented the 

smooth running of the elections. The elections witnessed widespread violence, police torture and 

other abuses that continued to deny ordinary Nigerians their basic rights. Voters in places like 

Ugheli North, Ugheil South, Okpe, Patani and some parts of Bomadi and Burutu Lacal 

Government Areas of Delta State were totally disenfranchised. In Edo state, particularly in ward 

4 of Ika North East LGA, PDP members were seen thumb-printing ballot papers in the polling 

station located at Ngala primary school. Vote rigging and falsification of results were rife in 

Anambra, Imo, Rivers, Delta, Ondo, Ekiti, Edo, Adamawa, Kogi, Enugu, Benue, Kano, and 

Cross River states, among others. The vote rigging was defined by the armed politics. In Ikot 

Ekpene LGA of Akwa Ibom state, gun shots and heavy security presence of the army and the 

police deterred many voters from voting. Forced voting was committed by the police, the army 

and state officials in Edo, Delta, Enugu, Ekiti, Rivers, Ondo to mention but six. In these states 

voters were forcefully directed by the police as to where to thumbprint (Newswatch, 2007:12). 
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In Edo, Ekiti, Enugu, Ondo, Rivers, Delta, Adamawa, Oyo, Benue, to mention no more, political 

thugs armed with guns and identified to be connected with the ruling party snatched ballot boxes. 

In Ondo state on the day of governorship election(April14, 2007), notable Peoples Democratic 

Party members in the state led gunmen to hijack ballot boxes in various parts of the state. 

Newswatch, (2007:13) noted that the Deputy Governor of the state assisted by the police 

snatched ballot boxes and stuffed them at various parts of the state. And in that state 15 persons 

lost their lives in the elections. This inalienable right to vote in the exercise of one’s political 

conviction was largely denied many voters, not once but twice on 14th and 21st April, 2007 

elections. In Kano state both the April 14 and 21 elections looked like war. Heavily armed 

policemen and soldiers with armoured vehicles were ubiquitous in virtually every part of the 

state. This made it impossible for many voters to come out and vote  

 

The state as the organizing element of elections is the most important bridge between security 

and human rights in any society. Elections may be regarded as one procedure for aggregating 

preferences of a particular kind. In contemporary political systems, social choice is made through 

the market. There are public decisions in which citizens make an explicit choice between 

alternative courses of public action. This can be done in practice only through a form of accepted 

procedure within the political society. Voting is one of these procedures. To effect that choice, 

voting becomes important explicit agreement. Voting in Nigerian elections has a special 

importance. However, the procedure for voting exists in Nigeria but the element of choice does 

not. 

   

In many states of the federation, such as Benue, Jgawa, Taraba, Adamawa, Enugu, Kogi, Rivers, 

Imo, Abia and Akwa Ibom, politicians adopted a do-or-die approach to the elections by 

unleashing mayhem at polling booths. Tempers flared in several states as the electoral process 

was turned into warfare. About 105 lives were lost in these states (Newswatch, 2007:15). Many 

houses, cars and other valuable property were destroyed in the spate of violence that spiraled out 

of hand in some cases where the voters felt the election results did not reflect their wishes as 

expressed through voting. Although security personnel have onerous responsibility with respect 

to the maintenance and security of public safety and public order especially during the period of 
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elections, however, there is replete of violations of human rights by security agencies at 

elections, especially disenfranchisement, torture, and killings. This is equally contrary to Chapter 

IV of the 1999 constitution. Specifically, section 33(1) of the 1999 Constitution is a pointer. The 

sheer brute impact of militarization of elections does more to change electoral outcomes and 

human rights. 

  

Our attention is focused on the 2007 general elections because issues of electoral processes are 

paramount issue of human rights. Without sound and dependable electoral process, democratic 

consolidation would be difficult to achieve and even political, economic and social policies 

would suffer setbacks and very difficult to implement. Therefore, militarization of election is 

often interpreted as the militarization of democracy. In fact, it could be argued that only force is 

holding the country together as at now, which is not what is expected in a democracy. The basis 

for this kind of argument is that there seems to be a strong tendency towards unitary form of 

government and with the attendance of militarization as the focus for sustaining the dislocated 

federal system of government in Nigeria. The military background of Obasanjo, no doubt, played 

a major role in this process. In effect, the military remained in power by proxy. It had succeeded 

in installing as a civilian president a former military ruler, who could be counted upon to protect 

the extensive business and financial interests of the military oligarchy. Hence, democratic rules 

and electoral laws are flouted and undermined by them. And as such they are not committed in 

any way to the holding of free and fair elections in Nigeria. Thus, they have openly used its 

extensive coercive powers particularly the security service, the police, and the army, to 

undermine free elections in Nigeria. The concept of a benevolent dictatorship is an incongruous 

one. It is difficult to envision a military dictator as benign because the idea of a military 

government, particularly one which wrenched power by force of arms, is itself antithetical to the 

notion of fundamental freedoms. It is ironic to think that Obasanjo under democratic rule will 

perform differently. Thus, the present democratic dispensation under Obasanjo was rooted in the 

military culture of conflict resolution by force and this characterized the 2007 general elections 

and the entire democratic process since 1999. In any case, the Nigerian military was never 

involved in the anti-colonial struggles for democracy (Fayemi, 1992 cited in Nnoli, 2008:15). In 

fact, the army was actively involved in the repressive measures directed against these struggles 
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(Nnoli, 2008:15). Thus, the military and other public security structures nurses a record of 

counter-revolution and anti-democracy rather than having principle of democratic activism. 

Consequently, the military have never supported democratic process as can be witnessed in 

overthrowing democratically elected governments in Nigeria in 1966, and 1983. In addition, 

political space is still dominated by the past military leaders and still carries the stigma of its 

midwifery under the military rule.  

  

Soldiers and the police were drafted to all constituencies and states to facilitate or ensure victory 

for Obasanjo’s candidates and that of the ruling party, Peoples Democratic Party (PDP). Thus, 

the election failed to meet the approbation of unbiased observers from within and outside the 

country. In many states and constituencies the result shows that the votes do not count or were 

not counted. In some constituencies and polling stations ballot papers were not supplied yet, 

results were declared or announced. The consequences of this are that in Nigeria electoral victory 

does not depend on votes cast. In other words, one can still win even without any vote cast for 

him as the case in 2003 general elections, particularly in Anambra state where senatorial election 

victory was declared for those who never contested for the position. The problem with this kind 

of situation is the emergence of machine politics or what is generally known as “godfatherism”. 

They just compile a list of their henchmen, regardless of their worth, and push this through the 

National Executive of the party. There is also unbridled use of money to buy positions and 

callous disregard to the rule of law (Amucheazu, and Ibeanu, 2008:5). The consequence of this is 

the enthronement of corruption, fictionalization of parties and political instability. As Nnoli 

(2008:14) notes, “this tradition is often greatly threatened by the pattern of primitive capital 

accumulation, the authoritarian tendencies in the state inherited from colonialism, prolonged 

military rule, and paternalistic and patriarchic rule.” 

  

Consequently, machine politics or godfathers dictate the composition of Independent National 

Electoral Commission (INEC) at the level of the national leadership of that body and INEC 

Resident Electoral commissioner for the respective states. They tail guide the President, who by 

and large is in league with them on who to appoint and who not to appoint. They replicate their 

modus in the states as far as the composition of the State Electoral Commissions is concerned 
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(Obayuwana, 2008:8). This also extends to the hiring of ad-hoc staff that assists INEC during 

election time. Political godfathers also take hold of the dominant political party and prevent 

internal democracy in the administration of the party. They only respond to the wishes of the 

state rather than those of the party followers. What is important to the godfather is how to get 

close to and obtain official endorsement from whoever controls the state. They can win elections 

without reference to their followers or to the electorate for that matter. Hence, current Nigerian 

politics is person-centred and issues-empty. This individualization of politics has led to the 

individualization of political conflict, as well as political discourse. It is in this way that the 

current upsurge in political assassinations and conflicts associated with godfatherism may be 

understood (Nnoli, 2008:37). There is more acrimony and squabbles within the parties, often 

between persons, than between parties, underscoring the lack of shared visions and values among 

politicians of the same party (Nnoli, 2008). This also explains the high rate of political flirtation 

and reconciliation going on within the ruling party, PDP. These also lead to mudslinging and 

heckling among party members. In the process, they illegally take control of all decision-making 

processes within the party as well as the choosing of leadership for the party. Hence, a pliant 

leadership is foisted on the party. In addition, they illegally take over the control of the process 

of the choosing of candidates for electoral office and render useless party primaries. The 

implication of all these is that during elections time, all sorts of instruments, including the army, 

police and political thugs are used to win elections at all cost. The intimidation by the presence 

of coercive of apparatuses of the state are then let loose on voters and political opponents leading 

to militarization of elections and votes. These dispositions are formidable obstacles to democracy 

and democratic consolidation and whittle away the enjoyment of human rights in Nigeria. 

         

In all and sadly enough, egregious violations of civil and political rights witnessed under the 

military still persist, and in some cases have actually worsened. The expected turnarounds in 

social conditions have not occurred despite huge amounts of resources flowing to local and state 

governments. Communal and identity conflicts have equally increased and become endemic ever 

since 1999. Simmering discontent, which the military brutally suppressed, now reappear with an 

unprecedented vehemence, worsened by the manipulation of political office seekers. And as in 

all conflicts, communal/identity conflicts are invariably accompanied by numerous human rights 
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abuses. In fact, human rights abuses in such conflicts tend to be very extensive because of the 

underlying goal of eliminating contending identities (Ibeanu and Egwu, 2007:132). 

 
Militarization of Elections in Nigeria 

A major link between human rights violations and security operation is the rising militarization 

of elections. Militarization is a tendency by government or other organizations to rely on force in 

the management of relations and conflicts. Militarism is the aggressiveness that involves the use 

of military force and the glorification of the ideas of a military class and the predominance of 

force in the public policy process. Militarism has been a significant principle in the colonialist 

expansionist ideologies throughout the colonial era through military conquest. This condition 

emerged strongly with the first military takeover in 1966. Ever since then it has been reinforced 

with subsequent military regimes and carried over to the present civilian administration.  

         

During the Babangida’s administration, new social forces emerged. It witnessed the final 

transformation of the military as a very important political force. From being a political faction, 

the Nigerian military, particularly its upper echelons, became the core of an emerging social 

category. It was precisely the military’s specific and over-determining relation to political 

structures, occasioned by its politicization, which constituted it into a social category. This is 

what Professor Ibeanu called the militariat. By the militariat we designate a social category, 

which though related to the Nigerian military, is not coextensive with it (Ibeanu, 2008:231). The 

militariat emerged during the military regimes in the domination of the state; it has become a 

significant force since 1999 in Nigeria. Elections in Nigeria since then are linked to the rule of 

the militariat and its attempt to maintain its social dominance in political, economic and 

ideological realms. Hence, it became not only a political force but also a social force. Although 

the long period of military rule in Nigeria facilitated the dominance of the mlilitariat the social 

category is not exclusively military. As a social category, the militariat has three component 

strata, consisting of both military and civilian agents. These are the business class, middle class 

and foreign capital. For the first two, their strongest defining interest is the use of the state power 

for primitive accumulation, through public works contracts (Ibeanu 2008) and more recently out-

right use of public security structures to win landslide victories in elections. First, authoritarian 

rule involves limiting the democratic space, whether by military or a farcical elected 
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government. This is achieved through the systematic use of state violence against electorate, 

political opponents, individuals, communities and other targeted groups defined as constituting a 

threat to the interest of the militariat. A necessary correlate of authoritarian rule is the diffusion 

of a culture of militarism. Derived from the military organization, this culture favours violence 

and force over persuasion, order over discussion and bargaining, exclusion over inclusion, and 

prefers coercion over conviction. 

                

The record of military rule shows that it has not resolved the contradictions and social, 

economic, and political problems facing post-colonial states. In Nigeria, for instance, the current 

democratic rule, because of the number of retired military officers in the regime, shows that it is 

difficult to differentiate between military and democratic government as the military in a bid to 

hang on to power are becoming civilianized, while the civilians in a bid to avoid open 

competition and the risk of losing access to state power are equally becoming more militarized. 

This is increasingly becoming commonly shared values among the ruling elite in Nigeria. 

Nnamdi Azikiwe called this diarchy. 

                

Historically, the business and middle class in Nigeria have used the state to serve personal and 

sectional interests. While authoritarian rule and primitive accumulation provides the political 

props of the militariat, militarization of elections gives the supporting block for their continued 

dominance. The principal expression of the interest of foreign capital in the militariat is 

petrobusiness. By petrobusiness we mean social ensembles that control Nigeria’s petroleum 

industry (Ibeanu, 2008:231). The rule of the militariat and its tendency to give a privileged 

position to regime security remains the prime driver of the persistent militarization of elections in 

Nigeria. Protection of the group and dominance is invariably linked to this perception of security 

of the regime in power. The ideology of the militariat is authoritarian liberalism. It is liberal only 

as far as it is a servant of capitalism and neo-liberalism. Thus, the ideology of the militariat is 

authoritarian and is principally concerned with getting access to economic opportunities through 

the state power. It needed to control state apparatuses if its accumulation process was to be 

speeded up. Election provides this opportunity but its process is circumvented and obviously 

militarized. Politics and elections are seen a do or die battle. As a result of this, it is often 
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pursued with the military, including the police in order to capture and retain state power. 

Indicators of militarization of elections include: 

a. A preponderance of military and paramilitary agencies at polling booths 

b. Privileging military agencies in the provision of security during elections 

c. Proliferation of small arms and light weapons 

d. The existence of a culture of violence 

e. Predominant military responses to citizen agitation by the state and other security 

agencies. 

There are conditions that make militarization of elections and abuse of human rights in Nigeria 

possible. These are: 

1 Authoritarian rule which leads to abuse of voters and their rights. 

2 Acute socio-economic deprivation and inequity which makes elections a do or die affair. 

3 Exclusion of the minority or the majority from governance and economic opportunity. 

4 Weak state that lacks the institutional capacity to manage normal political elections and 

transition from government to government in non-violent and consensual way. 

 Normally, both security and human rights should have the same source and objective.  

 

However, societies divided into ruling and dominated groups, security and human rights; tend to 

come into contradiction so often. In such societies, Ibeanu (2007:9b) noted, “Security is often 

interpreted first and foremost as the security of the ruling groups and those in power, rather than 

the security of the general citizenry.” And once security is interpreted in this way, there is a 

strong tendency for insecure ruling groups to violate human rights in order to remain in power. 

This has a link with the incumbency factor.  

   

The presidency or the governor is one resource that in any given election year in Nigeria, it must 

of necessity, be monopolized by one party or the other in retaining power or enthroning his 

cronies or friends in power. The importance of this position is that when an incumbent president 

or governor seeks reelection, he enjoys many special advantages and the use of coercive 

apparatuses of the state. To this extent, he is in a position to use the state resources in preparing 

and organizing elections in which he is a stakeholder.  
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In organizing elections, the president’s or governor’s power is most certainly strong enough to 

assure him of victory. President or Governor is able to convert the army, the paramilitary and the 

police into an instrument for election victory and narrowing the gap at elections. This is because 

they have superior access to the army and the police, to other important resources, which counter 

the opponents’ superiority in money and control over the media of information and electorate or 

voters. 

  

These political networks nowadays help incumbent presidents or governors to raise instrument 

for elections and “winning landslides.” This is to make up for their own lack of confidence and 

unpopular policies their governments have been pursuing. Most often, incumbent candidates are 

not trustworthy, unreliable and desperate to retain their offices. It would be a painful process for 

candidates who are supposed to depend on the verdict of the voters to remodel the outcome of 

elections which does not reflect the choice of the voters. At the polls, security provisioning is 

used to achieve the designed goals. The achievement involves violation of political and civil 

rights. That is why votes are devalued in Nigeria. Thus Ibeanu (2007:7) asserts that: 

Nigerian voters do not attach great promissory, content or 
psychological value to their votes. The vote is grossly devalued 
and the mandate claimed by politicians is effectively dubious. 
This is because empty promises are made at elections and voters 
know that deposits they are making in terms of their votes will 
worth little or nothing at the end of the election … and there is no 
psychological satisfaction in voting because they know that either 
the votes will not be counted or the votes will not count.  

 

What emerges is a set of simulated outcomes. Yet in a market-electoral democracy, as we 

assume to be building in Nigeria, the vote is not only supreme, it is sacred. It is to politics what 

money is to the market (Ibeanu, 2007:2). When elections are rigged choices of the voters are 

annulled and the government that emerged cannot claim to have emerged through a legitimate 

process of elections.  

 

Conclusion 

We have argued in this paper that generally law enforcement and security provisioning have far-

reaching impacts on human rights. They could either be instruments for protecting and 
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promoting human rights or for undermining and violating them. In any modern society, the major 

instrument for changing of government has always been through elections. The manner in which 

these elections are conducted is emblematic of the given society.  Political culture of the society 

also leaves their deposit of social detritus. Election and voting bear the imprint of the society in 

which it operates.  

            

Therefore, it is difficult to envision a military dictator such as Obasanjo to guarantee 

fundamental freedoms since the idea of a military government is itself antithetical to the notion 

of fundamental human rights. It is, therefore, ironic to think that Obasanjo under the democratic 

setting will perform differently. The unbridled indictment of the human rights records of the 

Obasanjo administration shows how apparatus of coercion, brutal violations of fundamental 

rights and subversion of rule of law was perpetuated. The more brazen and invidious use of force 

was perhaps more easily discernible in the array of violation of human rights during the in 2007 

general elections in Nigeria. 

            

The progress made so far on the report of the Electoral Reform Committee led by Justice Uwais 

and by INEC in the 2011 elections are somewhat consoling. No doubt there is still a big hurdle 

ahead in putting in place electoral machinery that will remold the shattered confidence of the 

Nigerian electorate in the integrity, credibility and authenticity of the electoral culture in Nigeria 

following the failure of 2007 elections in Nigeria. Let us make some recommendations aimed at 

preventing militarization of elections and abuse of civil and political rights at the polls in 

Nigeria.   

             

To make a turnaround political culture possible, the ultimate of the future electoral project 

should be to erect the popular will, the sovereign power of the electorate as the denominator of 

political rule. In essence, election should be made as a means that the electorate through the 

polls, cast their votes voluntarily, for whom they want and whoever the majority chooses through 

that process, their leader. This is different from selections in oligarchies and autocracies. This 

will be to ensure that constitutionally guaranteed rights in Nigeria are protected from abuses. We 

have equally reviewed the role of the public security agencies in elections. What is important 



Afro Asian Journal of Social Sciences 
Volume V, No 4. Quarter IV 2014 
ISSN: 2229 – 5313 
 

29 
 

now is a pristine security sector reform with a focus on human rights and elections so as to 

strengthen the agencies to check the excesses of politicians with armed gangs and their 

prosecution.     
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