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ABSTRACT:  
Free and fair elections have been a central force for democratic 
sustenance and consolidation all over of the world. However, the 
paradox of Nigeria’s 2011 election – adjudged free, fair and credible 
by many throughout the world – is that it may have spawned a very 
dangerous web of insecurity in the northern part of Nigeria and left 
hundreds of southerners’ lives and properties destroyed. While some 
political pundits attribute the rising tide of violence to state fragility, 
others insist that it has been motivated by crudely racist notions. This 
paper attempts to unravel the circumstances that led to post-2011 
Presidential election violence, beyond the cosmetic findings of the 
Nigerian government and argues that the goals, methods, and 
strategies exhibited by the violent protest indicate an intense elite 
conspiracy within the state of Nigeria.  Circumstances also 
demonstrate that there continues to be a lack of any fundamental 
social contract for the 250 or so ethnic and sub-ethnic nationalities of 
Nigeria that were railroaded into pseudo-amalgamation in 1914. The 
study concludes that unless a common code of political behaviour is 
adopted by means of a round-table discussion, this divisive incident 
will snowball into a full blown disintegration. 
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INTRODUCTION 
 
The history of Nigeria’s democracy since achieving independence 
from Britain in 1960 has been particularly painful by any international 
standard. It has been characterized by military intervention, ethno-
religious conflict, corruption, coups d’état, intra- and inter-party 
squabbles, economic mismanagement, rigged elections, political 
thuggery, a proliferation of advanced weaponry and the misuse of 
security forces to intimidate candidates. Accordingly, the tasks of 
achieving democratic stability, national integration, and sustainable 
socio-economic development have proven to be very problematic 
since Nigeria became an independent country. In fact, conflicts 
generated by these ongoing challenges are such that, inevitably, some 
writers express highly skeptical views about the continuing existence 
of Nigeria as corporate entity (Musa, 1985:112).   
 

The first attempt at democratic governance in Nigeria was 
under the prime ministership of the late Sir Abubakar Tafawa Balewa 
between independence on October 1, 1960 and when he was 
murdered by the military in the coup of January 15, 1966. The second 
was under the Executive Presidency of Alhaji Shehu Shagari between 
October 1, 1979 and December 31, 1983 when again, the military 
toppled a democratic regime in Nigeria. A third attempt had been 
truncated when after the inauguration, at the state level of executive 
governors and state legislatures in 1991 and the National Assembly in 
1992, the military junta of General Ibrahim Babangida on June 23, 1993 
annulled the presidential elections of June 12, 1993. Subsequently, the 
aforementioned democratic structures of the third republic were 
dismantled, when General Sani Abacha on November 17, 1993 seized 
the reins of government from the ill-defined Interim National 
Government (ING) of Chief Ernest Shonekan who had succeeded 
president Babangida on August 27, 1993. Between this date (that is 
November 17, 1993) and the inauguration of the fourth republic (on 
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May 29, 1999), the forces of change represented in the Nigerian 
Labour Congress, civil society and pro-democracy groups had 
persistently engaged the military dictators to reverse the annulment of 
the June, 12, 1993 presidential election which was won by Chief 
Moshood K.O. Abiola (Shively, 2005:67; Nwosu, 2008: 306) whom the 
military had arrested and detained until he died in prison on July 7, 
1998.  
 

It is only from May 1999 to date that Nigeria has witnessed 
democratic rule for 11 unbroken years.  President Olusegun Obasanjo 
led the country from 1999 to April 2007 and handed presidential 
power over to a democratically-elected president, the late Umaru 
Musa Yar’Adua.  His deputy, Goodluck Ebele Jonathan, was 
subsequently elected on April 2011, in what the local and 
international observers (such as the Commonwealth Group, the 
European Union (EU), African Union (AU) and the National 
Democratic Institution (NDI) and others) adjudged as free and fair 
(Akande, 2011; Oloja and Abubakar, 2011; Obayuwana, 2011). 
 

Yet, surprisingly, many Nigerians and the international 
community were shocked at the orchestrated crises which erupted in 
some northern parts of the country. An April 2011 editorial in The 
Guardian described the above scenario as follows:  
 

They killed about 10 people in parts of Gombe State; burnt 
the family home of Vice President Sambo in Tundun Wada, 
Zaria in Kaduna State and torched the Emir’s palace in 
Kano and the residence of the Emir of Zazzau in Kaduna 
State. The Mobe also destroyed lives, houses, places of 
worships and vehicles in parts of Niger, Sokoto, Taraba, 
Bauchi, Adamawa, Yobe States and Plateau State (The 
Guardian, 2011:21). 
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In a similar development, Human Rights Watch, in its official 
report published in Dakar, Senegal on May 16, 2011 on post-election 
violence in Nigeria, stated:  
 

In spite of the improvements recorded in the conduct of the 
2011 general polls compared to the past elections, about 800 
Nigerians were killed in post-2011 election-related cases 
and communal violence in Northern parts of the country. 
The victims were killed in 12 Northern states.  

 
Also, the official statement by Hafiz Ringim, Nigerian 

Inspector General of Police on this post-election mayhem, among 
other things, was shocking:  
 

No fewer than 520 persons including six policemen died in 
Kaduna and Niger States. Of this figure, 518 died in 
Kaduna state alone. In the two states, 157 churches, 46 
mosques, 1,435 houses, 437 vehicles and 219 motorcycles 
were burnt during the mayhem that followed the 
announcement of President Goodluck Jonathan as winner 
of the April 16 Election (Babalola, 2011:1).      

 
However, these numbers from the police chief are believed to 

be highly approximate, partly because of government agents who 
may have an incentive to minimize the numbers fearing retaliatory 
consequences from the southern part of Nigeria.  
 

Nevertheless, to address the above pre-and post-election 
violence, the Federal Government of Nigeria set up the 22-member 
investigation committee headed by Sheikh Ahmed Lemu which was 
inaugurated on Thursday, May 12, 2011. The committee was charged 
with investigating the immediate and remote causes of the violence 
that rocked Akwa-Ibom before the election, the post-election violence 
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in some other states of the north, and many other charges. The 
committee submitted its report to the president on October 11, 2011. 
 

In light of the aforementioned, this paper seeks to contribute to 
the literature on “democracy and national security” and proceeds in 
seven sections: Section 1 introduction is followed by Sections 2 and 3 
which examine the central concepts and related theoretical issues as 
well as the conceptual nexus needed to explore the relationship 
between post-election crises and national security; Sections 4 and 5 
explore the nature and ramifications of post-election crises on 
Nigeria’s democracy and national security; Section 6 addresses the 
fundamental reasons for the 2011 post-election crises and 
disintegration trap within which Nigeria appears to be; Section 7 
draws conclusions.   
 
 
Theoretical Discourse 
 
Post-election violence  
 
The concept of electoral violence can manifest itself before, during and 
after elections.  Omotala (2008:56) observed that post-electoral 
violence “may take the form of violent protest against electoral 
rigging, whether real or imagined and the states deploying its 
apparatus of force in response to the protest, thereby further fuelling 
the violence.” In fact, post-electoral violence may denote a violent 
protest orchestrated by political gladiators against any real or 
imagined electoral irregularities to attract maximum publicity, most 
especially, in African countries where there are high influences of the 
executive branch on the judiciary. 
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National Security  
 
National security is a multidimensional concept. It is used in relation 
to security at the level of the individual and the state (Osumah and 
Ekpenyong, 2006). At the individual level, it refers to security from 
the point of view of human security, job security, social security and 
security against natural disaster. It denotes the protection of 
individual and property from any kind of threat. In a word, it is the 
absence of the evil of insecurity, which is essentially considered a 
negative value (Wolfers, 1965). By contrast, at the state level it means 
defense and survival of the state from external aggression, that is, a 
more conventional approach toward the subject of security. 
 

For purposes of this paper we are particularly concerned with 
human security, a non-conventional security approach, which 
emphasizes freedom or the absence of dangerous threat to the 
corporate existence of any individual within the state. In fact, national 
security from a non-conventional perspective has altered the narrow 
interpretation of national security to include a broader definition that 
reflects the multi-dimensional nature of society. Variables included in 
this broader perspective include: the economic, cultural, 
technological, epidemiological, political, environmental and military 
(Chikwem and Alonge, 2011:83).  This was argued, for example, by 
Onuoha (2008:35-61), who noted that national security denotes the 
capacity of a state to promote the pursuit and realization of the 
fundamental needs and vital interests of its citizens and society.  
 
 
Theoretical Framework 
 
What accounts for post-presidential election crises? Many are inclined 
to locate the motivation in a theoretical perspective based on “elite 
and social contract theory.” Leading scholars of political elite theories 
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include Michels, (1949); Mosca, (1939); Pareto, (1963); Lasswell and 
Learner, (1965); Burnham, (1942); and Mills (1959).  The gist of their 
argument is that there may exist, in any society, a minority of the 
population which takes the major decisions of that society. These 
elites are very few in number and consist of those successful persons 
who excel in their various  occupations and strata in the society such 
as lawyers, businessmen, traditional and religious leaders, even drug 
barons, thieves, and prostitution rings.  Ikelegbe (1996) argues that, in 
African contexts, the elites of society are few but they wield much 
power and influence in their allocation of values and governance; they 
are the military elite, business elite, bureaucratic elite, political or 
governing elite, religious and traditional elite. Many of the elite do not 
hold formal or legal authoritative power, but are rather behind the 
scenes, tele-guiding and manipulating overt political and policy 
action.  In other words, the elite make the policies, which are carried 
out by the administrators, and may go to the inhuman extent of using 
brutal force to crush every opposition and thereby strive and struggle 
to perpetuate its undemocratic decisions.   
 

In the classic treatise, The Leviathan, Thomas Hobbes argues 
that social contracts necessitate the foundation of a state and are a 
crucial step toward government legitimacy. The concept conveys the 
notion that all legitimate political power must be “representative” and 
based on the consent of the people; liberal interpretations of law leave 
people free to do whatever the law does not explicitly forbid, as one 
might expect according to the laws of human nature.  Hobbes 
explores what kind of fundamental agreement between people might 
lead to the creation of a state and what principles of justice would 
make it legitimate.  Hobbes goes on to classically state that:    

 
[A] social contract is a contract by which men avoid the 
state of nature and enter civil society, by conferring all their 
powers and strength upon one man, or upon an assembly 
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of men, to bear their person, to reduce all their will into one. 
It is a real unity of them all, in one and the same person, 
made by covenant of every man with every man, in such a 
manner, as if every man should say to every man, I 
authorize and give up my right of governing myself to this, 
man, or to this assembly of men, on this condition, that thou 
give up thy right to him and authorized all his actions in 
like manner. This done, the multitude so united in one 
person, is called a Commonwealth, in Latin CIVITAS… the 
generation of that great Leviathan… the mortal god, to 
which we owe under the immortal God, our peace and 
defense (Hobbes, 1962:18-19).   
 
Hobbes also outlines the basic features of this social contract 

to include the following major points: 
 

a. The contract or covenant generates an absolute government; 
b. The contract is between the subjects (citizens), the sovereign is 

not a party to it (except perhaps by derivation); 
c. Sovereignty belongs to the government which now represents 

absolutely the common wealth. Therefore, it is inalienable and 
the highest power in the state; 

d. This contract which establishes the sovereignty cannot be 
freely abrogated by the citizens. Nor can the absolute power 
of the sovereignty be easily reverted;    

e. The contract subsumes the individual rights of self rule and 
will into the sovereign’s will; 

f. Going against the sovereign power would imply defecting 
from the contract and ultimately a return to the state of 
nature, which is a lower state of life; civil disobedience is not 
justified, although Hobbes somewhere says that natural law 
limits the absolute power of the sovereign (Nwoko, 1988:73). 
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The state of nature, according to Hobbes, is a condition where 
there is no state or indeed no other social arrangement.  In a state of 
nature, trust and cooperation would be difficult to sustain, fear and 
suspicion would pervade all the interactions between people, and 
there is unrestricted war and competition. As so many know of 
Hobbes’ work: “it is a war of every man against every man.” 
Moreover, in man’s natural state, “life is solitary, poor, nasty, brutish 
and short.” Therefore, the creation of a strong state with untrammeled 
authority provides sanction against the abuse of trust and creates a 
climate for mutually beneficial cooperation. 
 

The post-presidential election mayhem reflects the 
applicability of these two theories within the Nigerian context. The 
pre-election environment, created by the political and intellectual 
elites of Northern and Southern Nigeria over Peoples Democratic 
Party’s (PDP) zoning formula and the sense of entitlement that it 
encapsulated, made some of the northern political elites fill 
marginalized.  This toxic environment only fueled the crises after the 
announcement of presidential result by INEC.  Moreover, Northern 
political elites insisted on maintaining the traditional “North” and 
“South” divide, while the latter objected on the grounds that the 
North has held power for 35 years of Nigeria’s 51 years of existence as 
a country. Consistently marginalized, the South argued that their geo-
political regions of southern Nigeria had to be included in Nigeria’s 
executive base of power. Ofeimun (2011:78) notes that “zoning has 
become the unspoken divider even in other political parties; quite a 
touchy and difficult issue for many people …” Adekunle (2010:50) 
similarly attests: 

 
Despite all efforts to tame its negative backlash, the 
contentious zoning policy of the ruling Peoples Democratic 
Party, (PDP), is still tormenting the soul of the party. Up till 
now, the self–acclaimed largest political party in Africa is at 
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its wits over the contentious zoning policy. Contrary to 
public expectations, all the various meetings and 
negotiations by the party to persuade pro-zoning elements 
within it have reached a dead end, as the rank of forces in 
favour and against the policy increases by the day.  
 
Kawu (2011:17) similarly notes that “The controversy around 

zoning deepened the divide in Nigeria.” In fact, many Northern 
political elites insist that the death of Yar’Adua does not alter the 
gentleman’s agreement, which reportedly concedes presidential 
power to the North for eight years. Their argument hinges on the fact 
that allowing Jonathan to clinch the presidential ticket of the PDP may 
rob the North of its opportunity to govern Nigeria again for the 
allotted period. But the South argued in favour of rotational 
presidency between the six geo-political zones of the country, not the 
one bequeathed to them, by colonial and northern military leaders 
which place the faith of the presidency on the old Sokoto Caliphate. 
Little wonder Ofeimun noted that: 

 
No one has yet managed to explain what it is other than a 
‘Veto’ that enables a decades-old hegemony (Sokoto 
Caliphate) to choose a president either from its own zone 
(North) or from another zone while calling it a rotation. It 
brings up the parable of the Wrestler who goes to wrestle 
with a community but reserves the right to demand who in 
that community he wishes to get into the ring with. It bears 
repeating: It is not an issue of rotation but veto power. It 
allows a few northern leaders who have chosen themselves 
rather than submit to a northern electorate, to claim that the 
rest of us have no right to intervene in the affairs of the 
North. Their reasons? that we are not northerners. And yet, 
they reserve the right not only to chose a northern leader 
for the rest of us but dash the presidency to a southern 
leader-as they deem fit (Ofeimun, 2011:79). 
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All these political intrigues and clashes between these two 
regions, over where the presidential pendulum swings, is as a result 
of lack of a fundamental social contract of about 250 ethnic and sub-
ethnic nationalities railroaded into pseudo-amalgamation in 1914 by 
Britain for its selfish economic interest.  Africanist Michael Crowder 
affirms that 

 
the immediate reason for the British decision… was 
economic expediency.  The northern protectorate was 
running at a deficit, which was being met by a subsidy from 
the southern protectorate and an imperial-grant-in-and 
from Britain of about £300,000 a year. This conflicted with 
the age-old colonial policy that each territory should be self-
subsisting… it was felt that the prosperous  southern 
protectorate could subsides its northern neighbour until 
such as time it becomes self-supporting. Furthermore, there 
was the pressing need to coordinate railway policy, which 
at that time was practically non-existence” (Crowder, 1966).  

 
This explains why the colonial British Secretary General 

classified the south as “Lady” and the North as “Youth” in a special 
license to Sir Fredrick Lugard to perform the ceremony of 1914 in 
Nigeria (quoted from Njoku, 2009:232).           
 

In analyzing this wobbling marriage of the south and the 
north in Nigeria, Sagay, notes that “in this marriage, the North right 
from the beginning was to be the ‘man’ and ‘husband’ and the south 
the ‘woman’ and ‘wife.’  The use of the term youth (man) for the north 
and ‘lady’ (woman) for the south was not an accident or an exercise in 
humour.  It was a deadly serious matter with the game plan being to 
bring two parties together in order to give the north political power 
over southern “resources” (Sagay, 2011: 25).  
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However, both the Northern and Southern political leaders 
(Tafawa Balewa 1947; Obafemi Awolowo 1947; Nnamdi Azikiwe 
1964:6-19) in Nigeria found fault with the amalgamation.  For 
instance, the Late Ahmadu Bello, former premier of Northern Nigeria, 
referred to the amalgamation, thus: 

 
The colonial master who ruled Nigeria introduced a system 
of unitary government not for the present or future unity or 
wellbeing of all the indigenes of the country but for his own 
administrative convenience… and Lord Lugard 
amalgamation were for from popular amongst ‘us’ at the 
time (Ahmadu Bello, 1966:1135).   

 
All of the above demonstrates, as captured by Idumudia, that 

Nigeria is a state-nation as opposed to being a nation-state. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Colonial legacy: state-nation  

Weak state 
Legitimacy crisis 
Multi-ethnicity 
Marginalization  

Relative deprivation  

Oil rent 
 Environment degradation  

Political power  
Political representation 

 

Source: Idumudia, U. (2009:313) 
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The nature of Nigerian politics and democracy  
 
The disarticulated nature of Nigeria’s present politics and democracy 
is best understood within the historical context. This context unravels 
the evolution of Nigeria’s politics from the pre-colonial era to the 
post-independence epoch.  It is a holistic approach which shows the 
interconnection and influences of British political diplomacy and the 
locally or regionally unguided exploitation.  
 

Before the colonial era, the entity now known as Nigeria was 
made up of independent nations that included the Hausa-Fulani in 
the North, the Yoruba in the southwest, and Ibo in the south-east.  
Other principal ethnic groups are the Edo (Bini), Efiki, Urhobo, Ijaw, 
Tiv and Kanure. Except in a few cases such as the Itshekiri, which is 
an ethnic group with one language/dialect, there exist the Ibo of 
Onitsha, Oguta, etc., the Yoruba of Ekiti, Ijesha, Oyo, Ijebu and so on, 
the Urhobo of Okpe, Agbon, Ughelli, etc (Ola and Tonwe, 2005).  In 
fact, Nigeria is one of the most ethnically diverse countries in the 
world, with over 250 ethno-linguistic groups, some of which are 
bigger than many independent states of the contemporary Africa 
(Suberu, 2000).  
 

These autonomous territories and tribes had established 
kingdoms and chiefdoms with unique, and in some cases complex 
systems of government.  These include the Oyo Empire, Fulani 
Empire, the Benin Kingdom, the Ife Kingdom, the Great Kanem 
Borno, and the politically decentralized Ibo autonomous 
communities. These respective empires had established political 
systems, economic organizations and defense systems which operated 
effectively. The need to rationalize and regulate the economic 
relationship of these respective empires led to the imposition of 
colonial administration in the late 19th century (Turner, 1980:202). 
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The British government’s imposition, attributed to Lord 
Lugard, was meant to discourage other European competitors from 
engaging with the new Nigeria. Through its coercive apparatus, the 
colonial administrator defined Nigeria territorially, and forcefully 
integrated the various political forms and pre-capitalist modes at 
different stages of development into the global economic system that 
would satisfy the demand of British and global capital for the raw 
materials, primary exports, and a local market for imported finished 
products. Initially, Lugard pursued different administrative styles 
towards northern and southern Nigeria which were kept separate 
until the amalgamation of 1914 (Post and Vickers, 1973).  The 
amalgamation was thought necessary to pool resources so as to enable 
the relatively rich territories of the south to assist their poorer 
neighbors the north, under the overall British control (Mamser, 
1987:27).  However, while the amalgamation brought together in one 
polity different nationalities at different stages of political and 
economic development, no efforts were made by the British to give 
the amalgamated units a common political orientation (Mamser, 
1987:27). As such, it exacerbated an atmosphere of disunity, conflict 
and instability through vertical channels of extraction, accumulation 
and transfer.  In short, it created cleavages, distrust and rivalry.  
 

Following the formal acquisition of political independence in 
1960, Akinboye and Anifowose (1999:244) noted that Nigeria 
“inherited a weak socio-political structure, a defective and unbalanced 
federation, an intensification of ethnic consciousness and rivalries, a 
subverted indigenous ethos of government and culture, and above all, 
an inexperienced leadership.” The British simply conceded power to a 
moderate faction of indigenous bourgeoisie with a weak economic 
base who relied on the state for capital accumulation and 
appropriation. 
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Nigeria’s first republic (1960-1966) was a Westminster-style 
parliamentary democracy. Following experiments with parliamentary 
forms of government, the second republic (1979-1983) and the third 
republic (1993) were presidential systems of democracy by military 
fiat. Although a few Nigerians had in 1993 canvassed for a French 
style presidential parliamentary system for the country, the decision 
to experiment with the presidential was unilaterally imposed by the 
Head of State, General Sani Abacha (Namdi, 2009:122).  The fourth 
republic (1999 till date) and subsequent forms of democracy represent 
elements of liberal democracy, now included in the Nigerian 
constitution. For instance, section 14 sub-section 1 of the 1999 
Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria states that “the 
Federal Republic of Nigeria shall be a state based on the principle of 
democracy and social justice.”  At sub-section 2(a), it defines the type 
of democracy as one where “sovereignty belongs to the people of 
Nigeria from whom government through this constitution derives all 
its powers and authority.”  With these declarations, we are not left in 
any doubt that liberal democracy with representative governance is 
the central theme in Nigeria’s type of democracy.  So how democratic 
is Nigeria’s democracy? 
 

Actually, with the exception of 1993 and April 2011 elections, 
observers of political events in Nigeria believe that democracy should 
go “beyond the conduct of election” (Igbuzor, 2005:3).  Accordingly, 
some argue that Nigeria is at best a “militarized democracy” or a self-
defined and managed “meritocracy” – a term used to describe the 
Nigerian situation where democratic structures exist but the rule of 
law is ignored.  Al-Bashir (2008:17) calls this situation “democracy 
which knows no rules.”  No wonder Nwabueze (2004:4) has cautioned 
against the tendency of assuming that the fall of authoritarian regimes 
in Africa was automatically followed with the birth of democratic 
ones.  This could not have been the case because in most of Africa, the 
regimes that emerged upon the overthrow of the east were 
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authoritarian ones that moved only a short distance away from 
authoritarianism” (Auntington 1999:39) and thus, not “truly 
democratic regimes” (Nwabueze, 2004:6).  An analysis of even earlier 
elections in Nigeria demonstrates that this has long been the case in 
Nigeria. 
 

For example, according to Ikelegbe (1996:13), the 
Westminster-style parliamentary democracy practiced in the first 
republic (1960-1966) did not survive due to the irregularities, violence, 
thuggery, wrangling and fraud that characterized the 1964 general 
elections.  During the second republic (1979-1983), it was similarly 
observed that irregularities, fraudulent practices, inter-party, and 
intra-party squabbles that characterized the 1983 general election 
contributed to the collapse of the second republic through the military 
coup of December 31, 1983 (Ikelegbe, 1996: 83; Osaghae, 2002:19; Falola 
and Ihonvbere, 1985:71).  According to Ezeh (2009:537), the third 
republic (1993) which was established under Moshood Kasimawo 
Abiola became a source of worry to many, especially because it was 
adjudged by many as the fairest democratic opportunity the country 
ever had.  Yet it was quickly annulled by the military administration 
of General Ibrahim Babangida on June 12, 1993 and that, in a 
recurring pattern, sparked off violence, mostly in the western part of 
the country where Abiola hailed from.  Utulu (2009:22) observes that 
more than 100 people were killed in riots before Babangida agreed to 
hand power to an interim government on August 27, 1993.   
 

Alas, the ensuing general elections of 1999, 2003 and 2007 
were also fundamentally flawed and marked by gross irregularities. 
This was attested to by Odion–Akhaine, 2005: 110; Haruna, 2003:7; 
ACE, 2007:72; Kohnert, 2004:5 and many others, who noted that the 
elections of these years were generally characterized by the exclusion 
of aspirants from participation through various acts of violence or by 
the imposition of candidates who were preferred by political 
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godfathers but lacked the credibility or integrity to compete with 
more credible and poplar candidates.  
 

Then came the April 2011 election which was won by 
Goodluck Jonathan of the PDP, which observers across the globe have 
argued could go down in history as Nigeria’s most orderly and 
peaceful election.  In actual fact, it may not be the best election Nigeria 
has ever had, but it is certainly commendable when compared with 
the circumstances surrounding the elections of 1999, 2003 and 2007.  
And yet the sudden eruption of violence in some northern parts of 
Nigeria has nevertheless made the 2011 election wear the tag of the 
bloodiest in Nigerian history.  Human Right Watch (HRW) captured 
this quite vividly, as follows: 
 

The April elections were heralded as among the fairest in 
Nigeria’s history but they also were among the bloodiest 
said by Carinne Dufka, senior West Africa researcher at 
human right watch. The newly elected authorities should 
quickly build on the democratic gains from the elections by 
bringing to justice those who orchestrated these horrific 
crimes and addressing the root causes of the violence 
(HRW, 2011:1). 
 

 
 
2011 general Election and Organization in Nigeria 
 
Scholars have argued that Nigerian leaders are somewhat determined 
to make democracy work in their country (Akintunde, 1967:78). 
Despite the flawed nature of 1999, 2003 and 2007 elections, Nigerians 
still went out to vote for the 2011 general elections. However, the 
reality of Nigerian’s political life is the arrogance of some elites who 
think they can determine for every electorate in Nigeria. This is 
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followed by a history of stiff resistance by some prominent Nigerians 
with the consequent classification of Nigeria as a violence ridden 
country. In fact, this has made some scholars to refer to the history of 
elections in Nigeria as constantly being carried along the baggage of 
violence (Bamgbose, 2011:52). This raises a fundamental question as 
whether there is no electoral laws in Nigeria or whether the integrity 
of INEC has been questionable. 
  

Nevertheless, the shift from military rule to democracy from 
1990 till date has witnessed Nigeria’s National Assembly passing 
three Electoral Acts -2002, 2006 and 2010 to make the elections 
transparent, commendable and acceptable to the international 
community. Though, we have no intention here, to go into a detailed 
analysis of the above mentioned electoral acts, but to point out that 
the three Electoral Acts contain good policies that will make election 
in Nigeria suitable for democratic dividend and violent free. 
However, Nigeria is known to formulate good policies but the 
problem lies on implementation. 

 
So the 2011 general election in Nigeria in terms of 

preparations and confidence on electoral body by the oppositions and 
the ruling party was fairly commendable. For instance, the opposition 
demanded the removal of former INEC chairman from the south and 
the president removed him and replaced him with Prof. Jega from the 
north who was accepted by all parties. To prevent electoral violence 
during the elections, a meeting of the 36 state governors of the 
federation which was presided over by the then chairman of the 
Nigerian Governors Forum (NGF), Bukola Saraki was held on 
February 8, 2011 at Abuja in which the governors signed an 
undertaking to:  

 
 commit to free, fair credible and transparent electoral 

process in the upcoming elections. 
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 remain unflinchingly committed to democracy and the 

integrity of the electoral process. 
 

 refrain from using religion and ethnicity as vehicle from 
political campaign  

 
 commit to promoting peaceful religious and ethnic co-

existence, 
 
 do our best to ensure the coming elections are devoid of 

any form of manipulation, thuggery, violence, rigging 
and any other form of underhand tactics. 

 
 consistently educate and remind our supporters, and 

party members not to do anything or take any action 
capable of compromising the electoral process 

 
 promptly and loudly denounce, and even disown any of 

our supporters engaged in any act that might diminish 
credibility of the forthcoming elections 

 
 do nothing that will weaken, muzzle or destabilize 

opposition parties in our various states; and    
 
 respect the wishes of electorate as expressed through the 

ballot box. (Jimoh, 2011:3). 
 
 Despite all these measures, Nigeria’s 2011 general election 
witnessed pre and post electoral violence, confirming the notion that 
Nigeria has a culture of violence which started since independence of 
1960. 
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Implications of 2011 Electoral Violence on Nigeria’s National 
Security  
 
The inordinate desire of some Northern political elites, coupled with 
lack of fundamental social agreement manifested in form of violent 
post-electoral violence in the 2011 general election, has fierce and 
cataclysmic consequences on Nigeria’s national security.    
 
The outbreak of violent killings, arson, looting and destruction of 
properties which later degenerated into ethno-religious conflict 
following the April 16, 2011 pronouncement of Goodluck Jonathan as 
president by INEC, has an ominous danger for Nigeria’s National 
Security and beyond, given the threat to peaceful co-existence, threat 
to lives and properties, threat to political stability and threat to 
national security, are similar incidents that threw Nigerians into thirty 
months civil war.  For instance, estimates of killings ranged from 500 
to 800, including at least 10 National Youth Service Corps (NYSC) 
members who were on election assignments (Madunagu, 2011:14).  In 
fact, the magnitude and intensity of killing, looting and arson is such 
that about 5,000 persons were estimated to have been killed, including 
numerous burnt houses, churches, vehicles and motorcycles 
belonging mostly to southerners. This monumental destruction 
inflicted by the protesters, with its consequent negative implications 
on Nigeria’s National Security, led to a presidential broadcast where 
President Jonathan remarked that: 

 
If anything at all, these acts of mayhem are sad reminders 
of the events which plunged our country into thirty months 
of an unfortunate civil war. As a nation, we are yet to come 
to terms with the level of human suffering, destruction and 
displacement, including that of our children to far-away 
countries, occasioned by those dark days (The Guardian, 
April 21, 2011:1).     
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Also, the 2011 post-presidential electoral violence has been 
ignited and sustained through the proliferation of advanced 
weaponry from porous and unmanned Nigerian borders with its 
consequent negative effects on Nigeria’s national security.  Nigeria 
has expansive borders which are poorly policed thereby allowing 
illegal immigrants which are sometimes used to perpetuate 
criminality and violence to flood the country (1,497 kilometers long 
with Niger; 737 kilometers with Republic of Benin, 1,690 kilometers 
with Cameroon; and 83 kilometers with Chad). The current 19,866 
staff strength of the Nigeria Immigration Service is grossly inadequate 
for border policing (The Punch, September 15, 2011:18). That explains 
why the security agencies in different occasions have intercepted 
different weapons at the border and inside Nigeria.  For instance, on 
July 15 2011, the security agencies intercepted a lorry load of 700 
cartons of illegal explosives at the Abuja city gate with two armed 
policemen as escorts (Molly, 2011:1). Also, between 2010 and 2011, 
there have been reported cases of intercepted caches of illegal 
weapons in the country including those seized at Kano International 
Airport in Northern Nigeria, Apapa sea port in Lagos and Onne port 
in Rivers state. The worrisome part of it is that Nigeria is a signatory 
to international convention on the proliferation of small and light 
weapons which come in from diverse sources. 
 

There can be little doubt that the 2011 post-electoral killings in 
some northern parts of Nigeria continues to threaten existing 
businesses and is driving away foreign investors from Nigeria with its 
obvious negative implications on Nigeria’s national security.  Foreign 
investors that might have helped further the development of a 
crippled Nigerian economy are driven away by the incessant post-
electoral mayhem that occurs within Nigeria.  Commenting on the 
socio-economic and security threat to which this post-electoral 
violence has posed on Nigeria, Ola Barnabas, a Kano-based consultant 
on small and medium–scale enterprises, told Business Day:  
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If you observed during the post-election violence that 
occurred, the primary target of the attackers was the 
businesses, and residencies, of the non-native. According to 
recent study conducted, over 2000 small businesses were 
destroyed in Kano State alone, during the violence, the 
destroyed businesses are said to be employing over 15,000 
workers. The implications of the sad situation which the 
region now finds itself, is that, people who had their 
businesses destroyed might no longer be willing to re-build 
them and potential investors are going to be very cautions 
to put in their money in any enterprise (Ajakainye, 2011:2). 

 
Similarly, the post electoral violence, which later assumed 

ethno-religious sentiments, breeds inter-faith distrust and tension in 
inter-faith relations which further exacerbates the security situation in 
Nigeria.  The adherents of the two major faiths in Nigeria, Islam and 
Christianity, have diminished trust in one another and have become 
suspicious and afraid of one another in their neighborhoods. For 
instance, Nigeria has recorded “more than 50 religious crises in 30 
years in the North and they have left political, social, economic and 
psychological losses and pains in their trail” (Abimbola, 2009:10).  In 
2000, in the worst of such cases in Kaduna, more than 2,000 people 
died in street protests which were eventually brought under control 
by the Nigerian Army.  It is estimated that between 1999 and 2003, 
close to 10,000 people died in clashes between Christians and Muslims 
(Isaacs, 2009). At present, the rising Boko Haram insurgency on 
Nigeria and other religions have left hundreds of Nigerians dead, and 
paralyzed security, with their sponsor recently undergoing trails.  
  

Finally, the electoral violence of 2011 has also resulted in 
large-scale internal displacement and forced relocation of inhabitants 
of the violence prone regions, which only furthers the security threat. 
According to the figures recorded by Nigeria’s National Emergency 
Management Agency (NEMA), at least 75,000 people were forced to 
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flee their homes as a result of the violence and about 55,000 of them 
are in camps for the displaced, while the remaining 20,000 have been 
taken in by family members or friends (Oke, 2011:25).  The negative 
security consequences are very much noted by Chikwem and Alonge 
(2011:89), who state that the resource-conflicts generated by the 
arrival of migrants in new areas of settlement pose threats to the 
stability of the host communities.  Bamgbose (2011:50) similarly states 
that over 4,500 people were displaced at Bauchi alone, following the 
mayhem unleashed on the residents by supporters of Congress of 
Progressive Change (CPC).  
 
 
Understanding the post-2011 election crises and Nigeria’s 
disintegration trap 
 
Several explanations can be constructed for the extensive post-election 
violence that led to great national security concerns in Nigeria.   
Among these are the conspiratorial norms among Northern Nigeria’s 
political elite and the lack of any fundamental agreement among the 
many ethnic and sub-ethnic nationalities that make up the entity 
called Nigeria. Government panel findings have identified many 
other causes, such as Nigeria’s elite culture of impunity; zoning 
controversies; ethno-religious sentiments; and provocative utterances, 
though relevant, are mere scratching at the surface and will not be 
dealt with here. 
 

One reason for the post-2011 election mayhem, which is 
perhaps the most important, is the decentralization of Hausa-Fulani 
hegemony. The shift of political power to the South since 2010, when 
President Yar’Adua died, with the consequent re-election of Goodluck 
Jonathan in April 2011, has since spawned much of the violence.  
Some northern political elites manipulate religious identities to 
mobilize the masses to fight and struggle for regional political causes.  
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Before now, in the 35 years of Nigeria’s 51 years existence as a 
country, odyssey of its political travail and path of its transition have 
been marked and shaped by ethno-religious considerations whereby 
the predominantly northern majority dominated by the Hausa-Fulani 
ethnic group, has as its rallying point, the Sultan  of Sokoto who fan 
the embers of unity with religious sentiments and use other 
subservient emirates, to coerce other parts of the north especially the 
Middle Belt, who are predominantly Christians, to submit to his 
whims and caprices of one monolithic north, and in the process 
decide who will be the president. But, Jonathan’s election saw the 
Middle Belt voted for Jonathan and the core 12 northern states 
(predominantly Hausa-Fulani), voted for their ethnic CPC candidate, 
Mohammed Buhari, to preserve the unfortunate demise of Hausa-
Fulani oligarchy. Through this political manipulation, the north has 
ruled Nigeria for 39 years, while the south has ruled for 12 years of 
Nigeria’s 51 years of existence. The incumbent governor of Ekiti State 
in Nigeria, Kayode Fayemi, captured the above view quite vividly, 
when he stated thus:  
 

The map of Nigeria that appears at the end of the 
presidential election, for me as an individual, is not a very 
palatable one I would forever remember that graphic 
representation in National Mirror and subsequently, Punch 
Newspaper, which almost painted the scenario of Gideon 
Okar Coup of excision of the country. If you recalled the 
Okar broadcast exorcising states that are referred to as the 
core north; because all the 12 states that make up core 
North voted for General Muhammadu Buhari, and all the 
states in the Middle Belt, Christian majority Middle Belt 
and of course the South, all voted Goodluck Jonathan, 
including, to my Chagrin, Ekiti where I campaigned 
vigorously for our presidential candidates, Nuhu Ribadu. 
And my own party members defied me to vote Jonathan. I 
think it called for sober reflection in a very serious manner 
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because I thought we had put this behind us in Nigeria and 
that we are ready to forge ahead. It still points towards the 
direction of crises of nationhood in our country. When you 
see what happened, the post election violence that 
consumed corps members, including one of my own, it 
underscored the extent of work, we still had to do in 
forging and integrating nation state in which all of us will 
not reduce representation to grounds ethnicity and 
religions (Fayemi, 2011:1).  
 
He further picked courage to know why his party, Action 

Congress of Nigeria (ACN), defied him to vote Goodluck Jonathan of 
PDP. He discovered to his astonishment that at the various 
constituencies in his state where he visited, people came to him and 
said “Your Excellency don’t worry we were clear, we had to do what 
we did because we must vote our own. And that was very serious 
thing. It points to one thing again that what are we, a nation or still a 
country? A coat of many colours that has refused to form a rainbow 
coalition. It is a challenge that we have to face. It is a much deeper 
issue that Nigerians have to confront” (Fayemi, 2011:2). This 
obnoxious feeling of marginalization from the political sphere by the 
northern elite is the core driver of post-election mayhem.  
 

Also, since economic power resides in the south, the former 
northern heads of state through undemocratic decrees and laws have 
carefully centralized all the fiscal revenue allocation in Nigeria on the 
presidency and has been reluctant in allowing power shift to the 
south, especially, the incumbent president Goodluck Jonathan from 
the oil rich Niger Delta of Southern Nigeria, where those obnoxious 
decrees and laws have affected drastically. For instance Petroleum 
Decree 51 of 1969 which abolished the derivation principle applied in 
the distribution of natural resources revenue from 1946 to 1969 and 
put them under the sole ownership of the federal government; 
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offshore oil Revenues Decree No 9 of 1971 which empowered the 
federal government  to appropriate all minerals in the continental 
shelf of coastal or lithoral states, six of them in the Niger Delta; (Title 
Vesting, etc) Decree 52 of 1993 empowers the federal government as 
the sole owner of any lands within 100 meters of the coast or 
watercourse  or river throughout the country. Although all parts of 
Nigeria are affected by this decree the Niger Delta seems to be the 
main target of this law because the region hosts over 90% of the rivers 
and waterways in West Africa. In fact, Niger Delta has about 500 
rivers being the highest in the world; and so many others. Actually, 
these undemocratic Decrees and laws have been responsible for the 
violence and insecurity that bedevils the Nigerian state for long. So, 
the emergence of President Goodluck Jonathan from this oil rich 
Niger Delta is seen as a dangerous move for some of these northern 
political elites who try to stop him by making the state ungovernable 
for him through post-election crises exacerbated by the activities of 
the political wing of Boko Haram. This fact was attested to by the 
chairman of northern ethno-cultural group-Arewa Consultative 
Forum, Jeremiah Useni, who blamed selfish northern politicians for 
the emergence and radicalization of the Boko Haram and Jos crisis  
(Owuamanam, 2011;13). Collaborating the above is the co-founder of 
the Boko Haram, Malam Aliyu Tishau, who was interviewed on the 
African Independent Television (AIT) on the September 20, 2011, who, 
among other things, distances his members from the indiscriminate 
killings of the innocent people by the political wing of Boko Haram. 
Hear him: 
 

I have rejoined my group and some of us have warned our 
members to stick to the original ideals of our leader, Yusuf. 
The Late leader did not tell us to kill innocent people or to 
break into and steal from banks. If there is a conflict 
between the faithful and the authorities, our opposition 
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should be against the authorities and not the talakawas 
(innocent ones) (Chigbo, 2011:15).   
 
In addition, there is high level of illiteracy among the 

northern youths. A large percentage of northern youths are 
uneducated and are not grounded in western education and 
civilization. This, however, makes it difficult for them to question 
order from political and religious leaders who manipulate religious 
identity to mobilize them for selfish interest.    According to the 2011 
Nigerian official Data Survey from the Ministry of Education and 
National Population Commission (NPC), presented by the NPC 
chairman, Chief Samuel D. Makama, will serve as an eye opener. 
Educational enrolment between the ages of 6-16 of different geo-
political zones in Nigeria, “North-West and North-East Zone 72 
percent, southern zones 3 percent and Imo State has zero percent”. On 
literacy levels according to geo-political zones, he states:  
 

Table 1: Geo-Political Zones and Literacy levels in Nigeria 
 

Geo-Political Zones Literacy Levels 

South –West 73.6 percent 

South – South 71.9 percent 

South – East 74.1 percent 

North – West 33.8 percent 

North – East 33,8 percent 

North – Central 54.9 percent 

Source: Onuorah, M (2011). 
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From the above table, it is apparent that the three northern geo-
political zones most especially the north-east that remains volatile, are 
rated low above every other zone in terms of literacy level.  
 

Akowa Tony further presents astonishing statistics of school 
attendance across Nigeria. 
 

Table 2: School Attendance across states 
 

Highest Number in school  Lowest number in school  
Ondo-10 out of every 120 Zamfara- 28 out of every 120  
Anambra-117 out of every 120 Borno – 29 out of every 120 
Cross River -114 out of every 120 Kebbi -34 out of every 120  
Delta -113 out of every 120 Sokoto –42 out of every 120 
Abia -113 out of every 120 Yobe -42 out of every 120 
Source: Akowe Tony (2011). 
 

Also, following the above table, it is quite clear that states in 
the North (Borno, Zamfara, Kebbi, Sokoto and Yobe) have the lowest 
levels of school attendance across the states of Nigeria. 
 

These indices remain appalling despite the huge sums from 
the federation account that accrued to the Northern states. Worst still, 
the senior government officials and privileged northern elites send 
their children to good schools at home and abroad, while the poor 
children’s education ends in Koranic indoctrination without any 
formal education. According to recent USAID report, approximately 
“six million pupils including an overwhelmed figure of girls are 
enrolled in Koranic schools” which only offer religious instruction to 
local Imams and mosque leaders (The Punch Editorial July 26, 
2011:18). This is dangerous according to a prominent Muslim leader 
and educationist, Alhaji Mohammed Sadecq Abubakar, because “the 
Almajiris are more contagious and pose a threat to the nation which is 
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spreading like wild fire. The only devote their time for Islamic studies 
with no hope after being sent away by their parents. Islam does not 
teach… with the way things are going, we are only grooming them as 
future terrorists if we don’t act now” (Umenne, 2011:22). 
Closely related to the above, is the attractive nature of political 
positions in Nigeria. The political office holders have lucratised their 
respective positions at the expense of the whole nation in a situation 
where other vital sectors of the economy are either comatose or dead 
and the politicians are wallowing in ostentation. Running for elected 
office has become for many, both an escape from poverty and avenue 
to great wealth within the shortest possible time. So, they invest so 
much on it and bankroll militia groups because of the future 
dividend. The salaries and allowances of political office holders are 
out of tune and glossily disproportional to the environment in which 
they are earned. For example, while a graduate civil servant in grade 
level 08 earns about N18,000 a month, a local government councillor 
with limited qualification is on a total package of N132,000 a month. 
Ogan (2010:7-8) provides staggering statistical data on the salaries and 
allowances of senators: 
 
Table 3: Basic Salaries and Allowances of Nigerian Senators (Legalized)  
 

Annual Basic salary: N2,484,245.50 
Annual Total Salary and Allowances: N29,479,749.00 
Salaries and Allowances per month: 2,456, 647.70 
109 Senators Grand Total: N3, 264,329.10 

 
S/N TYPE OF 

ALLOWANCE 
PERCENTAGE 

OF BASIC 
SALARY 

ACTUAL FIGURE 

1 Hardship  50% 1,242,122.70 
2 Constituency  200% 4,968,509.00 
3 Newspaper  50% 1,242, 122.70 
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S/N TYPE OF 
ALLOWANCE 

PERCENTAGE 
OF BASIC 
SALARY 

ACTUAL FIGURE 

4 Wardrobe Allowance  25% 621,061.37 
5 Recess  10% 248,424.55 
6 Accommodation  200% 4.968.509.00 
7 Utilities  30% 828.081.83 
8 Domestic  35% 863.184.12 
9 Entertainment  30% 823.081.83 
10 Personal Assistance 25% 621.061.37 
11 Vehicle Maintenance  75% 1.863.184.12 
12 Leave 10% 248.424.55 
13 One off severance 

payment  
300% 7.452.736.80 

14 Motor vehicle  400% 9.936.982.00 
 
When one compares the above salaries with those of professors in 
most of the Nigerian universities who earn less than N600,000.00 
totaling less than N7, 200,000.00 annually and the poverty rate, 
especially in northern parts of Nigeria, one will understand why some 
of the northern political elites have always been reluctant to allow 
power shift to the south. Table 4 below shows ranges of poverty 
among the geo-political zones in Nigeria.   
 

Table 4: Trends in Poverty Level by Geo-Political Zones in Nigeria 
(1980-2008) 

ZONE  1980 1985 1992 1996 2004 2008 
South-South  13.2 45.7 40.8 58.3 35.1 31.5 
South-East  12.9 30.4 41.0 53.5 26.7 26.7 
South-West  13.4 38.6 43.1 60.9 43.0 43.1 
North-Central  32.2 50.8 46.0 64.7 67.0 60.0 
North-East  35.6 54.9 54.0 70.1 72.2 72.2 
North-West  37.7 52.1 36.5 77.5 71.2 71.2 
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Source: Author’s compilation from NBS and NAPEP1. 
 

From the table above, it is quite clear that the three northern geo-
political zones, most especially the North-East that remains volatile, 
are rated high above every other zone in terms of the poverty rate. 
The above demonstrates how some northern political elites, with a 
token of money and religious identity, can manipulate and mobilize 
the masses toward violence.  
 
Finally, the northern youths’ perceived sabotage by some of their 
political, economic and traditional elites in consolidating the Hausa –
Fulani oligarchy account for some of the salient reasons for the post- 
electoral violence. That explains why some of the houses of some 
prominent northern elites were either vandalized or burnt. For 
instance, the burning of the family home of Vice-President Nnamdi 
Sambo in Tundun Wada, Zaria  in  Kaduna state; the torching of 
Emir’s palace in Kano and the residence of the Emir of Zazzau in 
Kaduna State.  For the northern youths, it is a corruption for some of 
its elites to support a southern Christian president. This was attested 
by a northern intellectual elite, Is’haq Modibbo Kawu (2011:17), who 
said that the northern uprising was a rejection of a class project which 
unites the corruption of different segments of the ruling class: 
political, business and traditional. 
 
 
Conclusion  
 
Mainstream analysis of post-2011 electoral violence in Nigeria mainly 
focuses on state fragility and legal dimensions of the phenomenon, 
thereby neglecting the complicity of some of the northern political 
elites in fuelling the crisis and lack of fundamental social contract, ab 
initio  in creating a strong state in a multiplicity of ethnic nationalities. 
In fact, these selfish ethno-religious politics and absence of social 
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contract have plunged Nigeria into a Hobbesian jungle of “state of 
nature” where life is nasty, brutish and short as exemplified in the 
death of hundreds of Nigerians in post-election mayhem in northern 
Nigeria. Actually, there is a war of all ethnic nationalities on becoming 
the president of Nigeria. These destabilizing ethno-religious violence, 
zoning controversy, high culture of impunity, illegitimate Hausa-
Fulani hegemony, sabotage, etc, in Nigeria as a whole, are functions of 
contextual social contract and political elite’s dynamics. 
 
 Nevertheless, observes of political events in Nigeria based on 
the map that appeared after the 2011 presidential election are worried 
that it was conspicuously voted along the North and South divide. 
This polarization constantly affects the unity of the country. 
Therefore, it logically follows that the wish of the majority expressed 
along ethno-religious  and anti-state paradigm, within the multiplicity 
of religion, without recourse to the best,  cannot lead, in all indices of 
democracy, to consolidation and unification of any country, hence, 
Nigeria being “trapped in disintegration”. 
 
 Although post-election crises are not unique to Nigeria, the 
magnitude and cruelty of human and material destruction threatened 
the corporate existence of Nigeria. Thus, urgent steps are needed to 
tackle the menace. First and perhaps most important, is the 
convocation of sovereign national conference as a viable option to 
address some of these imbalances in Nigeria. This conference will 
redefine as well as project a distinct, declared punishment for those 
who violate the code of mutual co-existence. Second, the Nigerian 
police and other law enforcement agencies should learn how to act on 
intelligence reports swiftly as those places had earlier been identified 
as likely trouble spots. Third, these post-election rioters should be 
made to be answerable to the law to solve the problem of culture of 
impunity in Nigeria.   
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 Certainly, there are some of Northern political elites who may 
like to reverse to the old order of answering born to rule and others 
are born to follow, by fuelling further political crisis. Therefore, 
appropriate punishment should be meted out to such political elites to 
serve as a deterrent to the remaining bad eggs because nobody should 
be above the law. One thing is only needed, the political will to carry 
out the letters of the law.  
 
 
Endnote 

1. NBS stands for National Bureau of Statistics and National Agency 
for Poverty Eradication Programme (NAPEP) in Nigeria 
respectively. 
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