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INTRODUCTION  
 Of greater significance for us in Nigeria beyond the mere 

celebration of an occasion of the 47th anniversary of Nigeria’s 

independence, is the opportunity afforded us for critical, but 

forward looking assessment of the question of democratic 

consolidation and its correlation with sustainable human 

development and/or national security with particular reference to 

the Niger Delta region of Nigeria. 

 At 47, Nigeria is a relatively young democratic nation. Within 

that period, we have had our high and low points in domestic 

political developments as well as international relations. Of 

paramount political importance has been survival of our nation; 

hence our sensitivity to threats of peace, unity and stability of the 

country. Nonetheless, since independence on October 1, 1960, 

Nigeria’s Constitutions and basic laws contain explicit provisions 

for the promotion of unity, peace, progress, and welfare of citizens 

as well as the protection of human rights. The question then is: - 

Why are we still a group of people in a nation in transition: - 

democratically and socially. What are the challenges ahead of us 

and what are the viable options for Nigeria at 47? 
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Nigeria is still a nation in transition largely due to our 

inability in the past to understand the issues, and address the 

problems and causes of the Nigerian political, economic and social 

crises. 

It is true that positive attitudes toward the efficacy of the 

democratic state are constitutive of strong democracies, but that 

they can be eroded by crises in education, employment, security 

and the economy. The problem is that these are fundamental crises 

in the social order and will not be resolved quickly. This leads to 

the question of the nature of the transition: - Is it more than just a 

transition in the regime? The transition is not just about the 

political form, but about social relations: ethnic and religious 

relations, relations between the governed and the governors, 

relations between and among the federating units, and between 

youth and elders. The political regime transition is dependent upon 

resolution of these other forms of transition. 

On May 29, 1999, Nigeria completed the transition to 

democracy and an elected civilian government assumed office. This, 

of course, is the third civilian government since Nigeria’s 

independence in 1960, where military governments have ruled for 

29 years out of the 47 years that Nigeria has been independent. 

Achieving that transition was a long, arduous, often truncated 

process. The general Nigerian populace was excited to end decades 

of repressive, authoritarian military regimes with their attendant 

consequences of human rights abuses and state failure in political, 

legal, economic and institutional reforms. This suggests the need 

for addressing squarely the following broad challenges facing 

Nigeria at 47. 
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The first challenge is that of determining what constitutes 

democratic consolidation and the criteria for determining what 

enables democracies to consolidate. 

The term “democratic consolidation” is defined as the 

challenge of making transitional or developing or new democracies 

secure, or immune to the threat of authoritarian, military or 

dictatorial regression or eventual reverse waves. 

Among the enabling core criteria for democracies to 

consolidate are the following: -  

 
1. Respect for the Right to Democratic Governance 
Conceptually, governance is the exercise of economic, political and 

administrative authority to manage the affairs of a particular state at all 

levels. In this sense, it comprises the mechanisms, processes and 

institutions through which citizens and groups articulate their interests, 

assert their rights, meet their obligations and mediate their differences. 

As such a concept, governance is different from mere government or 

administration in that governance encapsulates political values and 

processes like pluralism and accountability which are not necessarily 

part and parcel of every governmental or administrative process. 

The term democratic governance is thus meant to emphasize the 

democratic underpinnings of governance as a concept; for by definition, 

governance presupposes the existence of the democratic values of 

pluralism and accountability of the government to the governed. 

In a narrow sense therefore, the right to democratic governance 

can be defined as an entitlement conferred by law, both international 

and/or domestic, on the citizens of a country to be guaranteed the 

mechanisms and institutions through which to articulate their interests, 

assert their rights, mediate their differences and hold their government 

accountable in respect of the management of public affairs. 
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At the international level, the inquiry relates to whether there has 

evolved any legitimate rules and instructions for purposes of validating 

the right to democratic governance. The answer to the question lies, first 

and foremost, in the subset of democratic norms which emerged under 

the heading of self-determination; second, the subset of freedom of 

expression; and third, the subset of electoral entitlement, that is, the 

right to free and open elections. 

In terms of Article 20(1) of the African Charter on Human and 

Peoples Rights (otherwise known as the Banjul Charter), all peoples shall 

have the unquestionable and inalienable right to self-determination. They 

shall freely determine their political status and shall pursue their 

economic and social development according to the policy they have freely 

chosen. It is also provided that all peoples shall be equal, enjoying the 

same respect and having the same rights and that nothing shall justify 

the domination of a people by another. 

Given that Africa’s diverse ethnic groups have been rather 

haphazardly welded together into States-nations, as opposed to nation-

states, any interpretation of the right to self-determination that severely 

restricts their political and economic autonomy would render 

meaningless the principle of self-determination as the first building block 

of the right to democratic governance. Democratic governance ought to 

entitle them, both as individuals and as collectives, not only to 

participate in the overall political process of their countries, but to the 

exercise of certain rights inherently relevant to their continued 

meaningful existence as groups. 

By reason of Article 9(2) of the Banjul Charter, every individual 

shall have the right to express and disseminate his opinion within the 

law. This right constitutes the second building block in constructing a 

normative entitlement to democracy. It has its roots in the Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights and the International Covenant on Civil 

and Political Rights. 
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Article 13(1) of the Banjul Charter stipulates that every citizen 

shall have the right to participate freely in the government of his country, 

either directly or through freely chosen representatives in accordance 

with the provisions of the law. In the context of the current wave of 

democratization in most African States, and summing that such States 

are doing so not of a sense of legal obligation, the multi-party paradigm 

seems to be gaining ground to the exclusion of alternative paradigms. 

One can argue that at the African regional level, the emerging right 

to democratic governance has been given due recognition. But mere 

recognition is not sufficient. What is of paramount importance is whether 

States in Africa actually abide with the procedural or substantive 

obligations respecting the right which are imposed by rules and norms of 

both regional and international legal regimes and why they do so. And, if 

not, why not? 

The relevance of the above questions lies essentially in the fact that 

democracy by itself cannot deliver social justice or ensure the protection 

of human rights unless the rule of law and accountability form an 

integral part of its functioning. This is especially true of transitional and 

developing democracies like ours, where electoral democracy has been 

fairly achieved, but where a culture of respect for the rule of law is still 

evolving. Democratic leaders would have to continue to work to educate 

citizens and strengthen institutional functioning in order to prevent the 

abuse of power. 

Hence democratic consolidation, fighting corruption in order to 

establish accountability and transparency in governance, and upholding 

the rule of law are the major challenges of democratic governance in 

Africa. 
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2. Promoting Free and Fair Elections as a Fundamental 
Human Right 

 The unconditional freedom to hold a political opinion is imperative 

in the context of elections, since the authentic assertion of popular will is 

impossible in an environment where such freedom is absent or restricted 

in anyway. 

Further, unless all persons feel free to express themselves and are, 

in fact, able to disseminate, without fear, all legitimate political 

information into the national dialogue, there can be no guarantee that 

elections are a true manifestation of the will of the people. 

The requirement of freedom of expression and information will, of 

course, have important implications for fair media access and 

responsible media use as well. 

The right of peaceful assembly is guaranteed by article 21 of the 

International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights. In order to merit the 

protection of article 21, an assembly must be peaceful. As long as an 

assembly is conducted in a non-violent manner, it may be disrupted only 

in accordance with the strict limitations cited in the article, namely: in 

the interest of national security or public safety, public order, the 

protection of public health or morals or the protection of the rights and 

freedoms of others. Further, it should be noted that state authorities 

have a duty to protect the demonstrators themselves. The right of 

assembly must be respected, since public demonstrations and political 

rallies are an integral part of the election process and provide an effective 

mechanism for the public dissemination of political information. 

As with the right to freedom of assembly, it is vital that the right to 

freedom of association be respected, since the ability to form and join 

political organisations is one of the most important means by which 

people can participate in the democratic process. 

Related to the protection of these prerequisites is the importance of 

a fully functioning, independent judiciary. The judiciary is the principal 
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national body charged with the protection of the rule of law, both during 

and between election periods. Additionally, in order to ensure the 

existence of effective avenues through which people can express 

objections and complaints regarding the election process, it is necessary 

to guarantee a judiciary that is totally unconstrained by any partisan 

influence or control. A judiciary functioning under this environment 

serves both the important causes of peaceful dispute resolution and that 

of protecting the process from bias or fraud. The judicial role, of course, 

complements, and does not replace, the function of independent electoral 

process. 

During an election period the importance of an atmosphere free 

from discrimination cannot be overemphasized. All persons must be 

afforded equal access to all electoral events. 

Furthermore, an environment in which discrimination is tolerated 

facilitates intimidation and manipulation of the electorate. Neither of 

these can be permitted if elections are to be free. 

The ultimate indication of whether elections are free is the extent 

to which they facilitate the full expression of the political will of the 

people concerned. It is, after all, this will which, according to the 

Universal Declaration of Human Rights, article 21, is the very basis of 

legitimate governmental authority. 

The requirement that elections be fair is also an easily identifiable 

international norm. Any measures which could have the effect of 

circumscribing or frustrating the will of the people would, of course, 

violate article 21 of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and 

render elections unfair. 

Ensuring the fairness of elections requires a number of technical 

and legal measures designed effectively to protect the process from bias, 

fraud or manipulation. Such measures include, among others provisions 

for objective administrative structures, for outlawing and punishing corrupt 
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practices, for the presence of observers and for fair media access by all 

parties and candidates. 

Universal suffrage is, of course, only one element of fairness. 

Another is the concept of equal suffrage. This is the idea traditionally 

expressed as one person, one vote. Constituency delimitation, 

registration or polling procedures designed to dilute or discount the votes 

of particular individuals, groups or geographic areas are unacceptable in 

the light of the international norm of equality of suffrage. In short, each 

vote must carry equal weight in order to satisfy the element of fairness. 

It is evident from the above that elections themselves are human 

rights events: first, because they give voice to the political will of the 

people involved; and secondly, because, to be truly free and fair 

consistent with international standards, they must be conducted in an 

atmosphere which is respectful of basic human rights. It should be seen 

as axiomatic that free and fair elections involve far more than ballot 

boxes, voter registers and campaign posters. 

Taking part in the conduct of public affairs is a basic human right 

increasingly prized by people throughout the world. Human kind, at 

different times in its history and with varying degrees of success, has 

sought ways of involving individuals in community decisions. Today, 

taking part in government is recognized as a basic human right in every 

region of the world. 

Universally, the right to take part in government is proclaimed and 

guaranteed by the Universal Declaration of Human Rights of December 

10, 1948, and is recognized in many other treaties and declarations. 

Regionally, the African, European and American human rights 

systems have recognized this fundamental right, with reinforcement from 

meetings such as the Arusha Conference on popular participation in 

Africa in February, 1990. 

The recently intensified worldwide struggle by people for free and 

fair elections, often at great personal risk, demonstrates how important 
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this right has become to individuals everywhere. Countries and people 

across the globe have recognized that free and fair elections are a crucial 

point on the continuum of democratization and an imperative means of 

giving voice to the will of the people, which is the basis of governmental 

authority itself. 

Elections in and of themselves did not constitute democracy. They 

are not an end but an important and often essential step, on the path 

towards the democratization of societies and the realization of the right 

to take part in the governance of one’s country as enunciated in major 

international human rights instruments. It would be unfortunate to 

confuse the end with the means and to forget that democracy implies far 

more than the mere act of periodically casting a vote, but covers the 

entire process of participation by citizens in the political life of their 

country. 

In addition to being a human right in itself, the right of citizens to 

take part in the conduct of public affairs, particularly through elections, 

requires to be exercised meaningfully the enjoyment of a number of other 

internationally protected rights. Among these are the rights to freedom of 

opinion, expression and association, and the rights to peaceful assembly 

and freedom from fear and intimidation. 

All these rights, including the right to take part in government 

must be open to equal enjoyment without distinction of any kind, such 

as race, colour, sex, language, religion, political or other opinion, 

national or social origin, property, birth or other status. Further, a 

democratic government, with the assurance of free and fair elections, is 

itself essential element in the full enjoyment of a wide range of human 

rights and fundamental freedoms, embracing political, economic, social 

and cultural rights. 

Furthermore, we cannot be unmindful of the fact that while 

democracy is a necessary condition for the recognition of basic human 

rights, it is not in itself sufficient to ensure the actual enjoyment of those 
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rights. Indeed, genuine political democracy has little chance to survive, 

and stability is bound to prove elusive, without social justice. Such 

justice to be consolidated needs the help of those who can rightly 

encourage it, though too often, they abandon it just after it has been 

brought about. 

International instruments for the promotion and protection of 

human rights are thus replete with admonitions that popular political 

participation must be free. While such instruments do not, indeed, could 

not, describe a particular methodology for ensuring such freedom, its 

essence is clear. To be free, participation in elections must be conducted 

in an atmosphere characterized by the absence of intimidation and the 

presence of wide range of fundamental human rights. To that end, 

obstacles to full participation must be removed and the citizenry must be 

confident that no personal harm will befall them as a result of their 

participation. The particular formulas for assuring such an atmosphere 

is set out, article by article, in the international Bill of Human Rights. 

While each of the rights enunciated in the Universal Declaration, 

and elaborated upon in the two international covenants, will contribute 

to the required atmosphere, some of those rights take an additional 

importance for election purposes. Worthy of individual mention in this 

regard are the rights to free opinion, free expression, information, 

assembly and association, independent judicial procedures, and 

protection form discrimination. Political propaganda, voter education 

activities, political meetings and rallies, and partisan organisations are 

all common elements of the electoral process, and each must operate 

without unreasonable interferences for the conduct of the elections to be 

free. 

Similarly, judicial procedures must be insulated from corruption 

and partisan influence if they are to accommodate the necessary 

electoral functions of hearing petitions, objections and complaints. 
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Furthermore, elections cannot be fair if equal participation is not assured 

through non-discriminatory measures. 

Finally, laws enforced which might have the effect of discouraging 

political participation should be repealed or suspended. The prevailing 

atmosphere should be one of respect for human rights and fundamental 

freedoms, and should be characterized by an absence of intimidating 

factors. Respect for a wide range of human rights, especially rights to free 

opinion, free expression and information as well as of assembly and of 

association, is crucial to the conduct of free and fair elections. 

 

3. Fighting Corruption, Promoting Accountability and 
Transparency in Governance/Respect for the Rule of 
Law. 

Fighting corruption is another criterion and challenge of 

democratic governance in Nigeria. Many African leaders and African 

States, Nigeria inclusive have been ranked among the most corrupt in 

the world. The need for concerted action to combat corruption and 

promote accountability and transparency in governance is principally 

due to the negative impact of corruption on economic development, 

democratization and the realization of social and economic rights in 

Africa. This is consistent with the emerging global consensus that 

something has to be done to fight corruption. 

Transparency in governance is one surest way of effecting probity 

in public institutions by requiring public and government institutions 

and agencies to make a full statutory commitment to achieving 

transparency in their policies and actions. This would include setting 

benchmarks, roadmaps and timetables on which evaluation of their 

efforts could be based. 

On the other hand, accountability is essentially the power of 

political institutions to satisfy the democratic demand for an effective 

government that respects the people who are the source of its rule. In 
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most democratic theory, accountability is defined in terms of the 

relationship of the rulers to the ruled, primarily measured through the 

electoral process and party competition. Accountability also means that 

there are state agencies and private organizations empowered to oversee 

government performance and to stop unlawful actions or omissions by 

other agents of government. Anti-corruption commission, public 

complaints and national human rights commissions are typical examples 

of such states institutions. 

The Nigerian Constitution, like many other African Constitutions, 

enshrines an elaborated array of institutions supporting constitutional 

democracy that serve as a check on political and administrative 

authority. The efficacy of these institutions is dependent on four factors: 

- their location and status in the system of governance, whether they 

have a powerful champion in the governmental system, the unqualified 

support of the legislature in the exercise of their functions, and the level 

of their resources. Despite these institutions, the novelty of exercising 

political power produces major constraints on setting limits on 

government. 

Upholding the rule of law in a democratic society is a necessary 

condition to establish a just, fair and equitable system of government, 

where individuals are allowed to express themselves freely and to bring 

about a change of government should the people so decide periodically as 

may be provided by law. 

In contemporary Africa, the rule of law needs the backcloth of 

democratic conditions within which to thrive. In Nigeria, however, two 

democratic experiments in 1963 and 1979 have proved the inability of 

the Nigerian society to develop a sound and stable political system. This 

is often exhibited in the form of political maladministration, economic 

mismanagement, embezzlement of public funds, corrupt enrichment of 

partymen, oppression of political opponents by government in power, 

massive rigging of elections when they fall due  accompanied by rioting, 
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murder, arson and general destruction of lives and property. These 

conditions prevalent in any government cannot be said to foster the rule 

of law principles. 

Democratic leaders would have to work to educate state officials 

and law enforcement agents about the implications or resultant 

consequence of abuse of legal power. That it is a threat not only to the 

existence of the rule of law, but also to the corporate existence of the 

society. It is, in fact, a betrayal of trust of that power. The solution, of 

course, lies in the eradication of abuse of legal power. Where this is done, 

a young or growing democracy is bound to survive and flourish. 

As much as anything, African States need time to work with and 

become habituated to democratic institutions, to shape them to fit their 

particular cultural and political circumstances, and to allow them to sink 

deep roots of commitment among all major political players and the 

public at large. Time itself is an important determinant of 

institutionalization. Political parties, legislatures, judicial systems, civic 

organizations, and other key structures of democracy cannot develop 

institutional capacity, coherence, complexity, adaptability, autonomy, 

and broad support unless they are permitted to operate continuously 

without undue interruption. 

 

4. Correlation between levels of Economic Development 
and Consolidation of Democracy 

If one accepts the claim that there is a strong correlation between 

levels of economic development and consolidation of democracy, then 

Nigeria’s level of economic development suggests that it has a long way to 

go to contribute to consolidating our democracy. 

The Nigerian economy has, over the years, been experiencing 

economic crisis of varying degrees of intensity. The prolonged weak 

growth in the economy has been attributed to policy failures, poor 
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governance, as well as considerable social and political instability which 

aggravated the worsening poverty situation in the country. 

It cannot be overemphasized that a major requirement for the 

alleviation of poverty in any country is the pursuit and maintenance of a 

high rate of economic growth at stable prices. The growth pre-requisite 

is, however, a necessary but not sufficient condition for poverty reduction 

as the pattern of income distribution among the population is also 

important. 

Over the years, poor macroeconomic management in Nigeria 

resulted in low output and hence low income. The poverty problem was 

exacerbated by the inadequate provision and non-sustainability of 

socioeconomic and infrastructural facilities that could improve the 

condition of the poor. The rise in the rate of inflation worsened the 

incidence of poverty since the 1990s, except in 1997 to 2000 when the 

rate was brought down considerably to single digit. Thus, there has been 

a steady decline in economic performance and a sharp deterioration in 

living standards. It is the realization of this fact that motivated the 

present administration into instituting a poverty eradication policy 

framework as well as programmes for its implementation, monitoring and 

evaluation. 

It is a paradox that Nigeria is a rich country inhabited by the poor. 

Her poverty profile in statiscal figures according to a recent study 

indicates that Nigeria is poverty endemic. Poverty incidence increased 

between 1980 and 1985 and between 1992 and 1996. The trend also 

shows that there has been appreciable decrease in poverty rates between 

1985 and 1992 and 1996 and 2004. In 2004, growth in population 

almost equals growth in poverty since 1980. 

Poverty has predominated in the rural area than in the urban area 

by 63.3% and 43.2% respectively. The trends in poverty levels by zones 

show that in the northern part of the country, the North-East zone has a 

higher incidence of poverty followed by North-West and North-Central. 
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On poverty by educational level, the study reveals that, except for 

the year 1980, the incidence of poverty is observed to decrease the higher 

the education of the head of the household. The results clearly show that 

heads of households with no education at all are likely to be in poverty. 

On the other hand, those with secondary and post secondary education 

are less likely to be in poverty as the incidence of poverty for all the years 

(1980-2004) fell below the national average of 54.4%. 

Out of over 140 million population at 3.2% population growth rate, 

5.3% unemployment rate, real GDP growth rate of 5.7%, oil sector growth 

rate of 4.31%, non-oil sector growth rate of 8.93%, inflation rate of 

8.50%, about half of the total population (68.7million) live below poverty 

line. 

Paradoxically, this is a period that Nigeria earned N8.875 trillion 

from sale and exploration of petroleum resources (2002-2006). The 

amount comprises revenue from exports and petroleum tax/royalties 

paid to the Federal government by the oil companies. It is obvious that 

various governments in Nigeria largely depended on foreign exchange 

earnings, mostly from oil and oil related sources to implement their 

budgets. 

The second key challenge facing Nigeria at 47 is the instability in 

the Niger-Delta region. The Niger Delta, as now defined officially by the 

Nigerian Government, extends over about 70,000 km² and makes up 

7.5% of Nigeria’s land mass. Historically and cartographically, it consists 

of present day Bayelsa, Delta and Rivers States. In the year 2000, 

however, Obasanjo's regime expanded it's definition to include Abia 

State, Akwa Ibom State, Cross River State, Edo State, Imo State and 

Ondo State. Some 20 million people of more than 40 ethnic groups, 

speaking some 250 dialects live in the Niger Delta; the Ijaw being in the 

majority. Their livelihoods are primarily based on fishing and farming. 

Coincidentally, Nigeria has become Africa's biggest producer of 

petroleum, including many oil wells in the Oil Rivers. Some 2 million 
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barrels a day are extracted in the Niger Delta. Since 1975, the region has 

accounted for more than 75% of Nigeria's export earnings. Much of the 

natural gas extracted in oil wells in the Delta is immediately burned, or 

flared, into the air at a rate of approximately 70 million m³ per day. This 

is equivalent to 40% of African natural gas consumption, and forms the 

single largest source of greenhouse gas emissions on the planet. The 

environmental devastation associated with the industry and the lack of 

distribution of oil wealth have been the source and/or key aggravating 

factors of numerous environmental movements and inter-ethnic conflicts 

in the region, including recent guerilla activity by the Movement for the 

Emancipation of the Niger Delta (MEND). 

Oil revenue allocation has been the subject of much contention 

well before Nigeria gained its independence. Allocations have varied from 

as much as 50%, owing to the First Republic's high degree of regional 

autonomy, and as low as 10% during the military dictatorships. 

 
Oil Revenue Sharing Formula 

 Year Federal State* Local Special Projects Derivation Formula** 

1958 40% 60% 0% 0% 50% 

1968 80% 20% 0% 0% 10% 

1977 75% 22% 3% 0% 10% 

1982 55% 32.5% 10% 2.5% 10% 

1989 50% 24% 15% 11% 10% 

1995 48.5% 24% 20% 7.5% 13% 

2001 48.5% 24% 20% 7.5% 13% 

* State allocations are based on 5 criteria: equality (equal shares per state), population, 
social development, land mass, and revenue generation. 

**The derivation formula refers to the percentage of the revenue oil producing states retain 
from taxes on oil and other natural resources produced in the state. World Bank Report. 
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Recent Destabilisation in the Niger Delta Region 

Activities of local indigenous people against commercial oil 

refineries and pipelines has resulted in the destabilisation of the region. 

Recently hostages of western oil workers for Shell, the primary 

corporation in operation in the region, were taken by outraged local 

people. Such activities have also resulted in greater governmental 

concern with the area, and the mobilisation of the Nigerian army and 

coastguard into the region. 

Government and Private initiatives geared towards developing the 

Niger Delta region has been introduced recently. Some of these include 

the Niger Delta Development Commission NDDC 

http://www.nddcnet.com/ a Government Initiative. Another organisation 

is Development Initiative (DEVIN) http://www.devinitiatives.org/ a 

community development Non-Governmental Organization (NGO) based in 

Port Harcourt in the Niger Delta. Uz and Uz Transnational 

http://www.uzanduz.com/ a company with strong commitment to the 

Niger Delta has introduced ways of developing the poor in Niger Delta 

especially in Rivers State. 

Apart from the impact of instability on daily oil production and 

acts of lawlessness by some gangsters in the Niger Delta on innocent 

citizens and law abiding persons, the Niger Delta as a region is not a 

threat to democratic consolidation in Nigeria. Rather, the Niger Delta is a 

region of prolong neglect and deprivations of balanced and sustainable 

socio-economic development that ought to have addressed systematically 

the problems of endemic poverty, environmental degradation, 

deteriorating standard of living and quality of life. 

The resultant consequence of this neglect and deprivations is the 

trigger mechanism for aggressive agitation for resource control 

(unfortunately hijacked somehow by violent militants). 
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This raises the question of the future of Nigeria’s federalism arising 

also from the failure of successive regimes to sincerely address the 

problems of socio-economic imbalances, injustices and iniquities, bad 

governance, corruption, and endemic poverty that permeate the entire 

Nigerian democratic environment. 

The above situation creates a sense of socio-economic insecurity, 

powerlessness, hopelessness and prolong frustration among the 

populace, especially the youth and the unemployed. This situation is 

further compounded by the impact of gas flaring on the environment and 

the quality of life of citizens in the Niger Delta. 

For our purpose here, security means development: - security is 

not military hardware, though it may include it; security is not military 

force, though it may involve it; security is not traditional military activity, 

it may encompass it. Security is development, and without development 

there can be no security. 

Next is the challenge of national integration. Here, the basic 

problem of mutual distrust among the diverse groups and interests in 

the Nigerian Federation, arising out of the fear of domination of one 

ethnic group or section of the country by another and the national 

question of who gets what, and how the “national cake” should be 

shared, has militated against the political stability of the country since 

independence. Consequently, national integration beyond ethnic and 

religious lines has continued to elude us. 

While the introduction of the federal character principle was meant 

to mitigate the problem of mutual distrust and imbalance in the system, 

it is noted that in the process of implementation, some gain while others 

lose and so the process hurts in certain quarters. 

The question here is, how can the federal character principle be 

used to address not only the inter-ethnic distribution of natural 



 19

resources, privileges, and benefits, but also ensure that modalities are 

worked out by which beneficiaries can make reciprocal contributions to 

the overall common good, progress, stability and national integration of 

the country. 

The second problem here is our growing impatience as a people 

with what democracy and constitutionalism have to offer to our nation 

and our undue expectations on immediate material gains to the 

detriment of allowing democratic and constitutional ideals to mature to a 

reasonable extent. The resultant consequence is our frequent invitations 

to the military to intervene, and as a matter of fact, they’ve proved to be 

worse than the political office holders in terms of management of our 

resources, governance and of course, respect for human dignity. 

 

VIABLE OPTIONS FOR NIGERIA 

 It is evident from the above mentioned problems and their causes, 

that the challenges of democratic governance, leadership, respect for 

human rights, and of national integration are prominent to all Nigerians, 

reflecting on their nation’s 47 years of struggle. 

In my view, there are four viable options for Nigeria at 47 for 

consolidating our democracy. The first is to consolidate recent 

democratic gains by deepening democracy beyond its electoral form. This 

involves, among other things: improving protection for human rights and 

respect for the rule of law; strengthening judicial and legislative 

institutions, as well as other agencies to hold state power accountable, 

empowering democratic governance at the local level; ensuring the equal 

status and full participation of women; empowering marginalized groups 

to become partners in the restructuring of their communities; 

invigorating civil society and the autonomous mass media; securing 

fundamental workers’ rights, especially freedom of association; ensuring 
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that those who work nonviolently for the democratic transformation of 

their societies are provided the space and resources needed for their 

task; combating corruption and promoting transparency in governance; 

sustaining civilian control over the military; cultivating democratic values 

and beliefs; and resolving conflicts over minority group rights and claims 

through the spirit and mechanisms of democracy. 

The second viable option for Nigeria is the promotion of good 

governance at all levels of authority. This is because good governance is 

an essential building block for meeting the objects of sustainable 

development, prosperity, and peace. 

Good governance comprises the rule of law, effective state 

institutions, transparency, and accountability in the management of 

public affairs, respect for human rights, and the meaningful participation 

of all citizens in the political process of their country and in decisions 

affecting their lives. 

With good government committed to balanced socio-economic 

development, agitation for states and local governments arising out of 

neglect, discrimination, and minority fears can be contained. 

Next is the option of eradication of abuse of legal power achievable 

by sensitizing all law enforcement officials and all those in power or in 

authority about the implications or resultant consequences of such acts. 

That abuse of legal power is a threat not only to the existence of law, but 

also to the corporate existence of society. It is, infact, a betrayal of trust 

of that power. The solution, of course, lies in the knowledge that the 

exercise of legal power must be in the interest of the survival of human 

beings; that it must seek the protection of human beings; it ought also to 

be in the interest of justice, maintenance of peace, order and stability in 

society. 

Another option is the education for human rights and duties. 
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Progress in the implementation of human rights norms and standards 

depends on a number of factors, among which knowledge of standards 

and procedures is not the least. It is obvious that human rights and 

fundamental freedoms can only be observed and respected when they are 

known. This implies a sharing of knowledge about the status of human 

rights observance, the conditions conducive to their violations or 

protection, and the means by which rights can be defended. Education 

for human rights and duties towards oneself, towards the family, the 

society, the state, and toward the environment, is therefore of great 

importance and a viable option for Nigeria. 

Finally, the federal character principle should be applied with less 

stringency but with fairness among the diverse ethnic groups, states and 

local governments that are homogenous, to avoid creating cleavages and 

divisions where none may have existed. This will save such communities 

from undue polarization and strengthen our transitional democracy. 
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