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Abstract 

Election as it were, is a process of democratically recruiting public office holders. All over the world, 
the processes of election has continued to experience a high degree of criticisms. These critics have 
in no small way, created strong doubts on the outcome of an electoral process. It has gotten to stage 
where scholars now advocate for an alternative to recruiting public office holders that could be more 
transparently democratic. Unfortunately, there is absolutely none at the moment. This is because, 
despite its heavy criticisms, a good number of scholars have argued that, election may not have been 
the best way to recruit public office holders, but still remains the only way, that is generally accepted 
in a democratic setting. In Nigeria, the situation is not different. Elections upon elections had come 
and gone but, there seems to be an obvious indication of the fact that, the outcome of these past 
elections had not confidently consolidated our democratic process. This paper therefore, employed a 
thematic analytical process and examined the Nigeria’s electoral administration, and how that has 
helped the Nigeria’s democratization. The findings are indicative of the fact that, a lot more need to 
be done. It was found amongst other issues that – the Nigeria’s electoral administration has been 
marred by incompetent electoral officers, poor training and re-training of ad-hoc officers, and most 
importantly, corruption. Consequently, we therefore recommended that, the Government of Nigeria 
has a responsibility to sit up to the challenges of the 21st century electoral process as most of the 
issues raised in the findings of this study could be adequately addressed if the nation is ready to key 
into the technological drive that is championing the conduct of elections across the globe as we have 
today.    
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Introduction 

     Generally, election is regarded as an indispensable tool for facilitating the process of democratization and democratic 
governance largely because it provides the people with the 
singular opportunity to choose credible representatives in government (Claude, 2001). According ly, the condition for the 
sustainability of democracy has attracted the interest of scholars in recent years. Indeed, if democratization involves the 
construction of “participatory and competitive institutions” as a number of analysts of new democracies have concluded 
(Bratton and Van De Walle, 1997, Dahl, 1996 and Lipset, 1959) cited in Claude (2001), then election administration is 
crucial especially as it remains the most viable means for representation and democratic sustainability. 

     Within this context, election creates the social contract between the elector and the elected. Election also empowers the 
former, with who the ultimate political power resides, to recall the latter when he/she is not performing (Richard, 1999). 
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But, democratization does not just flow easily from even free and fair elections because there are a lot more serious issues 
to contend with in the democratization process than just holding elections. According to Omotola, (2010), some of the basic 
concerns elections are expected to redress in order to permit democratization to get underway have not been really dealt 
with. Pertinent questions are: To what extent will election help to re-orient Nigeria’s domestic bourgeoisie whose ineptitude 
in public administration and private sector management sway from its fraternity with liberal democracy as against social 
democracy? Other contentious issues that elections have to contend with include the need for a ground-up and popular 
participation in the political and development process; pro-people development policies and programs such as actualizing 
the resource-right of the people; transparent, accountable and open government, and effective public institutions expected 
to implement democratic governance of the polity and economy; democratization of the political parties; the supremacy of 
the rule of law-the hope of the common man; the independence of the judiciary to dispense justice without fear or favour; 
and the engagement of mass-based organization such as the civil society in the development process. 

     Across Africa, therefore, the outcomes of elections since the 1960s when the majority of African countries gained 
political independence from their colonial masters have, in most cases, been mixed with anguish, bloody ethnic violence, 
internally displaced persons, suppression, massive fraud as evident in Kenya, Zimbabwe, Sierra Leone, Nigeria and Uganda; 
though some measure of relative orderliness and peace were recorded in countries like South Africa since 1994, Mauritius 
and recently, Ghana. 

     In Nigeria, like other African countries, elections would have to be situated in the context of the political leadership and 
its approach to politics and the path it took to surplus extraction from the economy in order to gain a deeper understanding 
of the nature of political contest and its implication for development of the country and the continent generally. One of the 
frequently asked questions about elections in Nigeria and, indeed, Africa is: why are elections being conducted periodically 
in Nigeria whereas the wellbeing of the majority of the people continues to worsen, the huge infrastructural gap still widens, 
the economy is being traumatized, worsening trend of huge debt-overhang, insecurity and environmental degradation among 
other contradictions of the state, while the politicians are awash with obscene wealth. It is ideal at this point to examine how 
the Nigerian state shapes elections in the country. 

     Moveh (n.d) noted that the process of election administration in many new democracies continues to generate a lot of 
controversy; particularly with regards to the level of independence of Election Management Bodies (EMB‘s), their 
professionalism and the acceptability of the elections they conduct. In Nigeria-Africa‘s largest democracy project, the 
election administration process since the country gained political independence from the British has always resulted in 
controversy and crisis; arising mostly in part from the perceived collaboration of EMB‘s with the successive military and 
civilian regimes of the country‘s post - independence era. The implication is that the history of election administration in 
Nigeria has been a history of controversy engendered by electoral malpractices. 

     A total of six different EMB‘s were established at various times to conduct the successive elections that have taken place 
in Nigeria‘s post - independence history. Indeed, as Agbaje and Adejumobi (2006) notes: over the years, the autonomy and 
capacity of  EMBs in Nigeria have been reflected in its endless renaming and restructuring by successive governments. In 
1959 the Electoral Commission of Nigeria (ECN) conducted the first nationwide elections which ushered in Nigeria‘s first 
republic. The ECN which was composed of largely expatriate British administrators was replaced in 1964 with the Federal 
Electoral Commission (FEC). Following a highly contested general election conducted by the FEC in 1964/65, and other 
existing political problems, the first republic was toppled in a military coup in 1966 and FEC was dissolved. By 1978 
another Federal Electoral Commission (FEDECO) was established by the outgoing military regime of General Olusegun 
Obasanjo. FEDECO conducted the 1979 elections that ushered in Nigeria‘s second republic. However, FEDECO was also 
dissolved in 1983 by the military administration of General Muhammadu Buhari following a highly controversial election 
conducted in 1983. By 1987, the Babangida administration also dissolved FEDECO and established the NEC. In what was 
described as a transition without end NEC conducted the 1992/93 elections but was also dissolved in 1993 following the 
annulment of the 1993 Presidential election results and the exit of the Babangida administration. In 1994 the Abacha 
administration established the National Electoral Commission of Nigeria (NECON). NECON conducted elections from the 
local governments up to the national assembly level; but was also abolished following the death of General Abacha and the 
emergence of the General Abubakar administration in 1998. The General Abubakar Abdulsalami regime established the 
current Independent National Electoral Commission (INEC) which has conducted an unprecedented number of five 
quadrennial general elections in Nigeria from 1999 to 2015. While INEC is the longest serving EMB in Nigeria‘s political 
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history, the elections it has conducted has generated varying degrees of controversy and violent conflicts; particularly at the 
Presidential level. 

     The 2015 Presidential elections conducted by INEC were historic for two major reasons. First, the introduction of an 
electronic accreditation process in spite of challenges encountered, seemed to have remarkably increased the credibility of 
the country‘s election administration process. Secondly, it was the first time in the history of the country that an incumbent 
President will lose elections and conceded defeat to the opposition. Yet, the 2015 general election administration process as 
in the previous 4 general elections held from 1999 to 2011 was not without controversy. Political campaigns in the pre-
election period were often heated and non-issue based. In several states across the country, the pre-election period therefore 
recorded varying degrees of election related violence. Indeed, the election was generally, described as the most keenly 
contested election in the history of Nigeria. The INEC itself came under severe criticisms for the decision to introduce an 
electronic accreditation process which critics described as too premature, given the country’s poor state of infrastructure 
particularly with regards to power supply. 

     The general election held on March 28 and April 11, 2015 were, on average, adjudged to be free and fair, and acceptable 
to the majority of Nigerians and the international observers; though they were limitations such as logistic challenges. The 
elections were considered as an improvement over the 2011 general elections. In particular, the March 28, 2015 presidential 
and National Assembly Elections, in which elected incumbent President, Dr. Goodluck Jonathan of the People’s Democratic 
Party (PDP) conceded defeat to Muhammed Buhari of the opposition party, All Progressive Congress (APC), before the 
announcement of the  final results of the election, was hailed across the world as unprecedented in African Politics; though 
some critical minds within the PDP regarded his action as a sign of cowardice in a raging political warfare. That singular 
act by the former Nigerian President, Dr. Jonathan was assessed by most African and world leaders as having brought honor 
to Nigeria, compared with the previous elections held in 1999, 2003 and 2007 that were characterized by bloody violence, 
massive vote rigging, snatching of ballot boxes, large-scale ethnic hostilities and declarations of highly contested results at 
the tribunals. In fact, then Umaru Yar’Adua, former Nigerian President, who was elected on the platform of the PDP in the 
2007 general elections in which he defeated Muhammed Buhari, had condemned it as a huge fraud, the political processes 
and the elections that led to emergence as President; yet, he never rejected the result, nor refused to be sworn in as President 
of the Federal Republic of Nigeria until his demise in 2009. (INEC Final report) 

     It is in the context of the foregoing issues that this work on electoral administration and its challenges in Nigeria centered 
on, drawing on the period, since 2011 presidential election. In doing so, it pays attention to the Nigerian State, which, in 
practical terms, refers to the political leadership – both the politicians in power, government and opposition – its nature, 
policies, politics and the implications of all this for elections, political democratization and development. 

Conceptual clarification 

Concept of Electoral Administration 

     The term electoral administration appears to be a nebulous concept due to the complex set of activities inherent in the 
concept. In fact, some scholars such as Abbass, (2010) cited in Moveh (n.d) have faulted the empirical validity of the term 
as an empirical category. Yet, an examination of its meaning firmly establishes it as an empirical category. Election 
administration as Jinadu (1997) notes, entails “the organization and conduct of elections to elective (political) public office 
by an electoral body”. This definition aptly subsumes both structure and processes. By structure is meant the bureaucracy 
that is set up or established to organize and conduct elections which is usually an electoral body like INEC. It should be 
noted however, that apart from this specific bureaucracy whose primary function is the administration of elections, there 
are agencies or institutions like the police, security agencies and civil society organization (CSO’s) whose support and 
cooperation through the provision of logistical support is vital to the operation of the electoral body. By process however, 
is meant the rules, procedure and activities relating to among others: the establishment of electoral bodies, the appointment 
of their members, counting of the ballots, declaration of results, and in some cases supervision of party nomination 
congresses (Jinadu, 1997). 

     In another submission, electoral administration is defined as the management; and process of organization of all stages 
of an electoral cycle (i.e. the pre-election, election and the post-election stages,) by an electoral body (Ajayi, 2007). In spite 
of the fact that the foregoing definitions of electoral administration suggest the existence of an independent electoral body 
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upon which the administration of elections is incumbent, it should be noted that experience in some countries across the 
globe indicate that election administration is not necessarily incumbent on an “independent body”. Indeed, despite the 
popularity of independent EMB’s across the globe, in some countries; particularly amongst the advanced democracies of 
the west, election administration is the responsibility of government agencies which have developed a tradition of 
independence in the administration of elections. However, the import of the two definitions of election administration 
outlined above lies in the exposition of the electoral administrative process as a structure, as well as a complex set highly 
interrelated activities; and not just activity polling- as is sometimes misconstrued. 

Concept of Democratization 

     Democratic government originates from the concept of democracy. While the three concepts are interconnected, they are 
independently unique and distinct with different variables. For instance democracy is constitutional rule or government 
where people select amongst themselves representatives to discharge responsibilities concerning their welfarism and 
allocation of values and resources effectively. 

     Democratization however is about movement or struggle by people to possess values of democracy, that is, to be able to 
work with the principles of democracy such as political parties, elections, constitutionalism, freedom and rights, etcetera in 
their system of politics or government. On the part of democratic governance thus, it is about functioning of those principles 
of democracy in a political system. It is therefore one thing to struggle or even have democracy, but it is entirely another 
different thing to have effective functioning of democratic processes or principles in a political system. Therefore in situation 
where institutions of democracy are vibrant and sustainable, democratic governance can be said to be in existence, however 
the absence of those characteristics can be considered as a doom for democratic governance. 

     It is also significant to note that globalization; a comprehensive definition of the term democracy is conceptual as well 
as theoretical impossibility. Thus attempt by scholars and political theorists across age, discipline and society to define 
democracy have always founded on the rock of antiquity and antinomy. It has been noted that this profound epistemological 
impasse may be due to the fact that the concept of democracy itself is a process of perpetual becoming. The democratic 
ideal remain just that an ideal. Indeed the completely democratic society is a political and historical mirage (Williams, 1995) 
cited in Moveh (n.d).  

     Despite difficulties and compounded intellectual and ideological differences to bring about concise and precise definition 
of democracy, scholars and researchers have resorted to various device and strategies for highlighting its often contradictory 
actualities. Perhaps following the lead of Robert Dahl (1971) in his seminal contribution, “Polyarchy” Diamond, et al have 
defined the term as a system of government which is characterized with three ingredients, which are as follows; 1- 
meaningful and extensive competitions among individuals and groups (especially political parties) for all effective positions 
of government power, at regular intervals and excluding the use of force; 2- a highly inclusive level of civil and political 
participation in the selection of leaders and policies, at least through regular and fair election such that no major (adult) 
social group is excluded; 3- and a level of civil and political liberties freedom of expression freedom of press, freedom to 
form and join organizations sufficient to ensure the integrity of political competition and participation (cited in Diamond, 
1992). 

     Thus, it is along the line of this definition that Diamond opined that global democratic revolution and the trend it has 
taken could be measured. A country can be measured or described as democratic if it combines most of the features 
mentioned or highlighted in the definition, especially – freedom of speech, freedom of association, the supremacy of the 
will of the electorate, regular elections, and accountability. A country is thus semi democratic if it combines some of these 
features and undemocratic if its polity is marked by singular absence of most or all of the features. 

     In the liberal perspective of democracy, Ebim (2014) in Moveh (n.d), describes democracy in the following words: “The 
essential idea of democracy is that the people have the right to determine who governs them. In most cases they elect 
principle governing officials and hold them accountable for their action. Democracy also impose legal limit on the 
government’s authority by guaranteeing certain rights and freedom to their citizens. Any regime where the consent of the 
people s sought to be obtained without freedom of expression of divergent opinions, does not qualify for being called 
democracy even if it maintains certain democratic institutions” Using quantitative method, Potter, Goldblatt, Kiloh and 
Lewis (1997) in Moveh (n.d) observed that “Democratization” is the main global phenomenon in the twentieth century. It 
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spreads with particular vigor since the 1970s; in 1975 at least 68 percent of countries throughout the world were 
authoritarian, all the rest having held some sort of political and civil rights.  

Electoral Administration and Democratization in Nigeria. 

     In Nigeria as elsewhere in Africa, one of the objectives of the transition of democracy has been a free and fair electoral 
system, the hallmark of liberal democracy. According to the International Institute of Democratic and Electoral Assistance 
(IDEA, 2001) by definition, liberal democracy is a procedural system involving open political competition, with multi party, 
civil and political rights guaranteed by law and accountability operating through an electoral relationship between citizens 
and their representatives. However, the citizens of Nigeria have clearly been denied a true experience of liberal democracy 
according to the definition. 

     According to IDEA (2001), important institutional factors that are major impediment to the electoral process in Nigeria 
include the limited autonomy of various electoral bodies (particularly their lack of financial empowerment) and their weak 
human resource base. Unreliable voters register combined with serious logistic and communication problems are 
characteristics of the flawed electoral process. Psycho cultural factor primarily derived from the history of today’s immense 
political corruption, factors that have undermined the social and economic basis for the emergence and sustenance of 
democratic political culture in Nigeria. These factors are set against the background of a major structural factor 
institutionalized. 

Forms of electoral fraud are; 

i. Rigging, overstuffing of ballot boxes, over bloating ballot register, special treatment of voters and election 
officials, disappearance or destruction of ballot boxes etc. 

ii. Distortion or doctoring of results. 
iii. Annulment and falsification of election results 

     Despite the serious nature of the above irregularities in the electoral process, the April 2003, “election forgery” and the 
2007 “falsification of election results” as well as 2011 “electoral flaws” in the Presidential, National Assembly, 
Gubernatorial and the State Assemblies elections have seriously undermined the country’s democratization processes. These 
acts, a masterstroke against democracy and the democratization process, have posed threats to the country’s corporate 
existence. Other factors that are consistently cited as undermining competitive electoral politics in Nigeria include; 

1. Lack of discipline in the forms, spirit and implementation of the election process. 
2. Excessive monetization of politics in general, via vote buying. 
3. A “winner takes all” philosophy pervasive among the political elites; 
4. The general level of poverty and illiteracy. 
5. The absence of clear ideological underpinning of the parties. 
6. Religious bigotry and to a limited extent ethnic chauvinism 
7. Political corruption. 

     Election rigging was perfected in the elections conducted in 1964, 1965, 1979, 1983, 1999, 2003 and 2007, 2011, 2015. 
Election rigging connotes any form of undue authority or power that influence and manipulate election result in a dubious 
way to protect a particular interest against the interest of the generality of the masses. When the interest of the people are 
articulated in a free and fair election, government in power tend to enjoy the sovereign legitimacy of the people but election 
rigging can thwart the interest of the people hence the dubious imposition of an unpopular candidate. The sad end is 
governments’ lack of people’s support which is one of the basic principles of democracy. 

     Manipulation of election proceedings (such as in voters’ registration), rigging, thuggery, nullification and outright 
falsification of election results as well as cynicism are the most crisply analyzed variables in the scope and aspects of 
electoral malpractice and violence in Nigeria. Other challenges to the electioneering and democratic governance include 
imposition of unpopular candidates through impunity, excessive monetization, corruption and weak democratic institutions. 
Thus consequences of these challenges are disenfranchisement of voters, apathy and legitimacy crisis as well as insincerity, 
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bad leadership and autocracy. Indeed these consequences would definitely have spillover effect on security and economic 
situation sinking people deeper into poverty. 

     It is however pertinent to note before the fourth republic Nigeria has been democratizing through series of transition to 
civil rule organized and implemented by non-democratic regimes. The first transition (1954-1960), which gave birth to the 
first republic (1960-1966), was organized by the British (Mackintosh, 1966, Post and Vickers, 1973 Post 1960) while the 
subsequent ones which led to the second, third and now forth republics were carried out by the military regimes (Kurfi, 
1983, Oyediran, 1981, Ujo, 20001 and 2000b; citied in Bako, 2001). Nevertheless, the 2003, 2007, 2011 and 2015 elections 
were organized and implemented by civilian democratic regimes. 

     To understand the challenges and consequences of electoral malpractice, there is need to review the violent reaction of 
the electorate after election malpractices. We need to therefore examine the trend of events and issues of political violence 
and electoral malpractices that have taken place in Nigeria’s political history. Odama (2010) noted that the history of 
elections via political violence and electoral malpractices in Nigeria can be examined in four phases; elections during the 
colonial period, elections in the first years of independence 1960-1965, elections during military rule and autocracy, and 
elections under civilian regimes in between the military rule and autocracy and today’s civilian fourth republic. He observed 
that the background of electoral malpractice and violence in Nigeria dates to period before 1960. He stated that when the 
British colonial masters conducted the first election, the legislative council’s election in Lagos and Calabar from 1922 that 
culminated in the 1958/59: there was documented evidence that the British took decisive measures to rig each set of elections 
that they presided over. 

     Any serious description of the challenges of democratic government, electoral malpractice and violence in Nigeria should 
consequently mention albeit briefly the attendance effect of spilled over from colonialism to successive elections conducted 
after the colonial era in Nigeria. The problem intensified with the 1964 General elections. Despite an all-party consensus to 
ensure a free and fair election at a meeting called by the then Prime Minister, all agreements reached were widely breached. 
Specifically the agreements to lift bans on public meetings were breached, permits for rallies in the North were denied and 
mass arrests of their candidates and polling agents in the North. On account of these arbitrary abductions, arrests, detention, 
intimidation of its candidates, copious evidence of which was submitted to the President, United Progressive Grand Alliance 
(UPGA) demanded the postponement of the elections, the government refused and UPGA boycotted the elections. Despite 
the boycott, elections purportedly went on in Northern and Western Nigeria and the federal territory, Lagos, where the 
governments were in control. The boycott was effective in the National Convention of Nigerian Citizens (NCNC) controlled 
areas - the East and the Midwest. On account of the boycott, the Nigeria National Democratic Party (NNDP) despite its 
clear unpopularity, as evidenced by the absurdly low votes it received even without opposition, claimed victory in the West. 
In the aftermath of this travesty, the Western Region became engulfed in possibly the bloodiest civil resistance to the 
government and its sympathizers that the country had ever seen which led to military takeover in 1966. Ademoyega (1981) 
opined that: “The elections of December 1964 turned out to be a farce. It was completely boycotted in the Eastern Region, 
where the NCNC Government used its power to ensure that no election was held. It was also partly boycotted in the West, 
North, Mid-West and Lagos, with the effect that the election results lacked credit and were nationally unacceptable. 
However, while UPGA rejected them, the Northern People’s Congress (NPC) and its allies of the NNA, which single 
handedly carried out the elections, accepted them thereby culminating in a national stalemate” (Cited in Osinbajo, 2008). 
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Theoretical framework 

     The study was anchored on liberal democratic theory. The origin of liberal democratic ideas can be traced to as far back 
as the 17th century when the importance and dignity of man came to be recognized. Liberal democracy is a liberal political 
ideology and in which representative democracy operates under the principles of classical liberalism. Also called western 
democracy, it is characterized by fair, free and competitive elections between multiple distinct political parties, a separation 
of powers into different branches of government, the rule of law in everyday life as part of an open society and the equal 
protection of human rights, civil rights, civil liberties and political freedoms for all people. To define the system in practice, 
liberal democracies often draw upon a constitution, either formally written or unmodified, to delineate the powers of 
government and enshrine the social contract. After a period of sustained expansion throughout the 20th century, liberal 
democracy became the predominant political system in the world. 

     The ideas of Hobbes (1588), Locke (1632) and Stuart-Mill (1806) cited in Osibanjo (2008) which emphasized the view 
that: all social institutions were for the betterment of man as an individual, laid the foundation for the development of liberal 
democratic thinking. Hobbes for example put forward the proposition that the state was created by the people through a 
social contract for the preservation of man’s personal interests. Locke also made his contribution to the theory of liberal 
democracy by regarding the consent of the people as the basis of political power. His contention was that political power 
was the trust of the people in the hands of government. The ideas of Locke were clarified and given practical shape by the 
thinkers of succeeding centuries such that by 19th century, systematic ideas in the liberal theory of democracy had begun to 
develop. Bentham and Mills (2000) cited in Osibanjo (2000) for example advocated the right to vote and representative 
government, thereby laying the theoretical foundation of adult account of the extension of franchise to women and lowering 
the age of voting to 18years thereby making liberal democracy more egalitarian. 

     In his submission Ball (1989), identified the characteristics of liberal democratic theory to include the following: that 
there is more than one political party competing for political power, that competition is open and not secretive, it is based 
on established and accepted procedures, entry and recruitment to positions of political power are relatively open, there are 
periodic elections based on universal suffrage, civil liberties are recognized and unprotected e.t.c. Indeed, from the 
foregoing, it is evident that elections are no doubt a – critical part of the democratic process (Woll, 1978) cited in Osibanjo 
(2008); and all other variables of democracy do not just revolve around elections (Almond, Powell, Strom and Dalton, 
2004), but on the quality of the electoral process. While the forerunners of liberal democratic theory like Hobbes and Locke 
may not explicitly explicated the relationship between elections and democracy, their work laid the foundation for 
subsequent democratic theorists whose works have demonstrated the inextricable link between the quality of the election 
administrative process and the qualification of a regime as democratic. Schumpeter (1975) for example noted that 
democracy is a political method- that is: a certain type of institutional arrangement for arriving at political – legislative and 
administrative decisions. Schumpeter further defines the democratic method as: That institutional arrangement for arriving 
at political decisions in which individuals acquire the power to decide by means of a competitive struggle for the peoples 
vote (Schumpeter, 1975). 

Conclusion and Suggestions 

     Indeed, other factors like: the social structure and socioeconomic development, political history and the political culture 
of the system in question contribute in determining the sustainability of democracy. There are also other key institutions 
like the nature of political parties, Civil Societies Organizations, and the public bureaucracy which play significant roles in 
democratization process. However, in spite of the roles of these other factors in sustaining democracy; elections have 
become an indispensable indicator of the progress of democracy across the globe. The above reality is the hallmark of 
contemporary liberal democratic society. Contemporary conceptions of democracy imply a political system that meets three 
basic conditions. - First is the meaningful and extensive competition among individuals and organized groups (especially 
political parties) for the major positions of government power. - Secondly, a highly inclusive levels of political participation 
in the selection of leaders and policies such that no major (adult) social group is excluded; and - Thirdly, a level of civil and 
political liberties, sufficient to ensure the integrity of political competition and participation. Indeed, the failure of elections 
or their` absence largely defined the predominance of political dictatorships and personalized rule in Africa as a whole.  

     In view of the above, it is our suggestion that severe scrutiny has to be devoted on the part of electoral administrative 
officers. For instance we advocate for Electoral Administration Audit Commission which will be saddled with the 
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responsibility of examining the pre and post elections in Nigeria. The responsibility of this body has to cut across serious 
issues especially in the area of the recruitment of INEC officers and financial expenditures.   
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