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ABSTRACT

Ethnicity is a dominant force which continues to play an important role in
determining the political behaviour of nations of the world. In the already
pluralized society of Nigeria it is not an exception. The 1959 general elections
and other subsequent elections, votes received by standard bearers at the centre
had always been influenced by ethnic considerations, an untoward devel opment
which had resulted into unprecedented electoral violence. This study anchors
on basic theoretical assumptions called group theory. The intellectual roots of
this theory lie in the doctrine of pluralism. From the findings of this work; it is
discovered that the outcome of the 2015 presidential election was an eloguent
manifestation of ethnicity as the ruling party (APC) with a northern candidate
received bloc votes from the north and failed completely in the south. This goes
to buttress the point raised in the work that ethnicity is a tradition (an inherited
pattern of thought or action) of the people.it is therefore concluded that ethnicity
cannot in any way be ruled out completely from politics. It rather forms part of
the political behaviour. However the case, ethnicity in politics should be handled
with moderation. Conseguently, there is dare need for national reorientation on
the issues of ethnicity as it bothers on the political life of the people.
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INTRODUCTION

Every member of asociety bel ongsto one ethnic grouping or another. Itisvery obvious
that one'sethnic group influencesthe person'slife. It influences both the private and public
life, religious, political, economic, socid and otherwiselifeof people. According to Hornby
(2005), ethnicity isseen asthefact of belonging to aparticular race. Thisimpliesthat being
amember of aparticular race makesaperson duty bound to beregulated by the ethics of
the peoplethere. Therefore, ethicsformsan integral part of arace or nation. Hornby
(2005) saysthat ethicsaremord principlesthat control or influenceaperson'sbehaviour.
Theoriesof political behaviour, asan aspect of political science, attempt to quantify and
explaintheinfluencesthat defineaperson’'spalitica views, ideology, and levelsof political
participation. Broadly speaking, behaviour ispolitical whenever individuasor groupstry
toinfluence or escapetheinfluence of others. Political behaviour isthe subset of human
behaviour that involvespoliticsand powers (https: /en.wiki pedia.org/wiki/...). According
to thissource, threebasic factorsinfluencethepolitical orientation of peopleinthelong-
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term. These are family, teacher, and peer. These factors are in one way or the other
influenced by ethnicity. It could beinferred from herethat ethnicity isatradition (aninherited
pattern of thought or action) of the people. Political behaviour refersto the behaviour of
man inasocia system that giveshim shelter, protection configured in termsof power.
However, itisnot al human behaviour that could betermed political . Political behaviour is
that pattern of behaviour, which relatesto power in order to increase power, to protect
power, to modify power or to use power in advancing theindividual or the collectivity
from any already given power situation (Onyekpe, 2003). This pattern of behaviour
condtitutestheuniversa aimsand objectivesof thepolitica man. Therefore, themainfocus
of behavioural movement istheindividual and not theingtitution so far astheanaysisof
political eventisconcerned. Essentially, behaviourism focuses on the behaviour of the
individual asapolitical actor within aninterest group, apolitical party or alegidativebod
(https:/len.wikipedia.org/wiki/...).

Basad ontheforegoing, thepalitica behaviour of apersonisinfluenced sgnificantly
by the person's ethnic grouping. Acting or doing thingsin aspecia way iswhat can be
referred to asbehaviour. Inthepalitical scenario, theway and manner one political party
or politician actstowardsfellow palitician or party can betermed aspolitical behaviour. It
isclear from the abovethat ethnicity cannot in any way beruled out completely from
politics. It rather formspart of the political behaviour. However the case, ethnicity in
politicsshould be handled with moderation.

ETHNICITY AND POLITICSINNIGERIA

Theplurd natureof nationsestimated at between 248 and 274 in Nigeriamakesrelations
al themorecomplex. Inno sphereof the Nigerian polity isethnicity morevisbleand more
exploited than thejostlefor the control of political power at thefederal level. Ethnic
phenomenon remainsever stronginthepolity. Itisasocia phenomenon associated with
interactionsamong membersof different ethnic groups. Thedemarcation by thecommunal
boundaries createsthetinderbox for ethnicity to manifest inthe political life of various
ethnicnationsin Nigeria

For thesereasons, ethnicity along withitsvariants, such asethnic consciousness,
ethnic voting behaviour, and ethnic nationalism has always evoked an abiding interest
among scholars, paliticians, publicist, and social commentators of various backgrounds.
Thecritica departureof thiswork isthat ethnicity determinesthe pace of voting than class
consciousnessasadumbrated in the extant literatures. Thework hasthe modest objective
to chart the broad outline of the evol ution of ethnic consciousnessand voting behaviour
that brought ethnic parochidism.

Initsproper sense, dectionisaprocessof salecting the officersor representatives
of an organization or group by the vote of itsmembers (Nwolise, 2007). Electionisthe
process of elites sel ection by the mass of the population in any given political system
(Anifowose, 2011). Election providesthe medium by which thedifferent interest groups
within the bourgeois nation stake and resol ved their claim to power through peaceful
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means(lyayi, 2005). Sincethed ectionsin Nigeriaare characterized with the contentions
of thevariousethnic groups, theanaysisof thiswork isanchored onthegroup theory. The
presidentia e ectionwasfiercely contested between the northern candidate ontheplatform
of All Progressive Congress (APC) and the southern candidate of the platform of the
People Democratic Party (PDP). Thegroup aliance between the Yorubaand Hausaethnic
nations defeated the candidate of the PDPfrom the southern minority. Therefore, Nexus
between theethnicity and political behaviour in Nigeriainthe2015 presidentid electionsis
explainedinthelight of the group theory.

Thepalitical behaviour hasbeen strewnin ethnic biasand violence. By andlarge,
it was expected that the 1993 el ection wasto mark an end to military rulein Nigeria
Surprisingly, the aftermath of the el ection waswide spread ethnic crisesacrosstheentire
country. Sinceindependence, Nigerianshad contended with military coercion, oppresson,
and suppression. This, in essence, upheld the view that the democratic experiencesin
Nigeriahad been arranged and supervised by the military usurper (Ayodele and Onu,
2006). Toalargeextent, theaforementioned military actionshad undermined thetranstions
to democracy in Nigeria. Again, ethnicity became the bane of Nigeriasocio-political
conseguence upon prolonged military rule. Nevertheless, the June 12, 1993 presidential
el ection seemsto represent anation that wasto part way from ethnicity. Thisposition
could belargely supported by the outcome of the el ections, which considered MKO
Abiolaashaving the highest votesin Kano asagainst hisopponent Bashir Tofawho lost
outinhisStateof origin, Kano. This, however, impliesthat the outcome of theelection was
agradua movement away from ethnic nationdism and sentiments. Inashort time, Abiolas
victory inthenorthern region wasreplaced with ethnic violence.

ELECTIONSAND THE POLITICAL SYSTEM INNIGERIA

Thehistory of eectionsin Nigeriadatesback to 1922, when the Clifford constitution was
madewith limited adults suffrage excluding women, but alowing only menadult Nigerians
theright tovoteand bevoted for (Alumona, 2007). The congtitutiond framework permitted
Nigeriasfirst competitive election of 1923 inwhichthe Nigerian National Democratic
Party (NNDP) emerged victorious under Herbert Macaulay as flag bearer and, by
extension becametheruling party. The NNDP, through the activities of the Lagos Youth
movement (LY M) in1933 manifested ethnicity leading tofactioninthe party. The Richard
congtitution of 1946 exacerbated the challengeswith theintroduction of politica plurdism
under regional politica systemin Nigeria The NNDP metamorphosedinto amegaparty-
theNational Council of Nigeriaand Cameroun (NCNC) and became the mouthpi ece of
Nigerian peoplethat |ed to constitutional amendment in 1948 (Alumona, 2007).
Speaking further, hemaintainsthat € ection results, no doubt reflected thedominant
roleof ethnicity in Nigerian democratic and partisan politicsand thestrugglefor political
power. Theemergenceof ethnic and regiona politicshad been nurtured sincecolonid era
with trendsand dimensi onstaking place over timeand space. WhiletheNCNC andAG
won dectionsoutsdetheir homebase, it should be noted that they won only intheminority
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ethnic enclavesdueto theencouragement of theethnic agitationsinthestrugglefor political
representation and power. Subsequently, inthe 1959 genera el ections, theAG and NCNC
campaigned and carried out ethnic mobilization of their respective ethnic homelandsin
order to ensurevictory at home. They however, carried out vigorous campaignsin the
minority ethnic areas outsidetheir ethnic domainin order to break monolithic electora
support of their political partiesand widentheir politica horizon. The NPC confinement of
itspolitical activitiesin the north was based on thetotal control it had and with enough
smplemgority to control thelegidature.

According toAbbas(2008), the Lytleton congtitution of 1954 emerged to recognize
political partieswith theintroduction of party system. Thistherefore, cameaongwith
certain électoral lawsand criteriato stand for elective posts. Thiswasthe period which
began to show dangeroustrendsin elections. Violence however began when certain
individualsweredisqualified on the basis of obnoxiouscolonia electoral violence. It will
berecalled that preceding Kanoriot of 1953 waselectora violence. The entrenchment of
ethnic politicsand regiondizationinthe 1954 genera eectionsinto Centra Legidativehad
prominently showntheNCNC, AG and NPC at theforefront and overwhelming majority
votesintheir favour withinther ethnic or regiona boundaries (Abbas, 2008 cited in Robert,
Aborishadeand Carl, 2010).

In 1959 genera election, the British rigged the processto plant apliant political
leader who would protect itseconomicinterest on the heelsof colonial administrationin
Nigeria. The development sowed ethnic discord more so over the manipul ated 1963/64
popul ation census preparatory to the 1964/65 el ectionsthat were massively rigged with
fasification of resultsand intimidation of politica opponents. Theflawed e ection process
resulted into crisisthat led to 30 monthscivil war (Alumona, 2007).

Thefirst election after the civil war was conducted by the Olusegun Obasanjo
administration. Despite the attendant rigging by acombination of the electorate el ectora
officials, security agents, political party agentsand judicia voodoosover the judgment
passed by the supreme court on the constitutional interpretation of two third majority
elected president elect Alhgji Shehu Shagari in 1979. Under the observed flaws, the 1979
el ection was adjudged better than its 1964/65 precursor (Oroju, 2014). In the same
manner, the 1983 genera election took place after the ethnic voting and col oration of the
1979.

The June 12, 1993 was a remarkable day in the history of Nigeria. With the
presidential election that was on theway to providethe country with ademocratically
elected president of Nigeria, Nigerians were anticipatory of the national political
transformation; hence it was conceived as amovement to anew erain the annal's of
Nigeriaspolitica history (Oroju, 2014). Asamatter of fact, the June 1993 presidential
election was considered asan end to prolonged military rulein Nigeria. It appeared that
the 1993 presidentia e ectionwasanimprovement on the previousethnic voting behaviour
of 1964/5and 1979 generd dections, inthat the presidentid ticket of the Sociad Democrétic
Party (SDP) Abiola-Baba-GanaKingibewasMudim- Mudimticket, and they had country
wideacceptability during theeection.
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The Fourth Republic which began in 1999 witness the coming to power of President
Obasanjo and hisre-electionsin 2003 was acclaimed below standard. Therewasanother
electionin 2011, which wasconducted inthe hegt of politicsof power change between the
North and South of Nigeriaresulting from thedesth of Presdent Umaru Yar' Aduabarely
twoyearsinoffice. Thefailureof thepreviouspalitica sysemwasblamed onlong military
rule, weak democratic institution and process of election. Thefirst military coup, was
anchored partly on the disenfranchisement of NigeriaPopul ace through blatant rigging of
elections. Theother issue pertainsto Nigeriashistorica factors, especially the presence of
over 350 major and minor ethnic groupsthat fan theembersof ethno-nationa sentiments
and promote el ectora violence, monetize polities, low political accountability, abuseand
personaization of power and general senseof apathy in elections, especialy women.

Ethnic palitical identificationin Nigeria'selectora processwasblameon British
coloniaismwhich capitaized on the absence of common politica systemand non-unifying
myth of ancestry to perpetrate obnoxious policiesof divide and rule, and application of
thosepoliciesontraditiona ingtitutions (obaship, emirateand republican) and Sructures of
various ethnic groupsto sow the seed of distrust, rivalry and lack of cooperation that
characterized rel ations between the dominant ethnic groupsin Nigeria(Emezi, 1997; Ake,
1991). Bassey and Edet (2005) reason that overvalued premium placed on politicsand
positionsof office because of the resources of the State exacerbate ethnic politics between
three unequd regionsthat werebegqueathed Nigeriaspoalitica diteby thedeparting British
colonid government and, by extenson, inditutiondizefraudin eectora process. Thecolonid
mastersalso droveto the consciousness of the north that whoever controlstheelection
administration can determined ectionsoutcomes. No wonder the el ectoral body isaccused
of developing into northern enclave (Orebe, 2013).

Sinceitisestablished that the e ectionsof 2003, 2007, 2011, and 2015 seemed to
have been characterized by the predominance of ethnicity; which invariably influencethe
voting ontheadltar of ethnicity, thiswork questionstheinfluence of ethnicity onthevoting
behaviour of Nigerianswith emphasi sonthe 2015 € ections. The pers stenceand dominance
of ethnicity continueto condtitute obstaclesinthe Nigeriapoliticsfromthe colonia period
to the contemporary time. That Nigeriansare acutely conscious of their different ethnic
identitiesistoo obviousafact toinvite seriousdebate. It isalso anindisputablefact that
sincethe 1950sin particular, ethnic consciousness hasincreasingly been transformed to
theunsavory level of ethnic nationaism.

Ethnic cong derationsconscioudy or unconscioudy, meditateinfar reaching ways
inter-persona andinter-group relationsamong Nigerians (Njoku, 2004). Throughout the
development of Nigeriafromacolonid territory toaRepublic, it hasbeenrare, except for
small political consciousélite, for Nigeriansto think of themselvesfirst and foremost as
Nigerians, rather than Hausa, Yoruba, Tiv, Igbo, Ibibio and so forth (Anifowose, 2011).
Thismakesthepolitica behaviour to beethnic driven. For sometime, thefeding of Nigerian
nationalism did develop but asinter-ethnic rivalriesand political maneuversbecamemore
intensewith gpproach of saf-government, thosewho called themsda vesNigerian nationdists
cameto behavelessas Nigeriansthan asrepresentativesof their various ethnic groups.
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After independence, thelust for power and personal aggrandizement revived the myth of
ethnic consciousnessand exclusiveness (Anifowose, 2011).

THEORETICAL PERSPECTIVE

Thisstudy anchorson one of the basi ¢ theoretical assumptionscalled group theory. The
intellectual roots of the group theory lieinthedoctrine of pluralism asdeveloped by a
number of early twentieth century Englishwritersparticularly by John Figgis, F W Maitland,
and G D. H. Cole. Theorigin of group theory inits present form goesback to Arthur F.
Bentley. But the theory was subsequently forgottentill it wasrevived in thefiftiesand
sixtiesby Daniel Truman, Robert Dahl, Grant McConnel, TheoldoraJ. Lewi and other
writersas possiblebasisof atheory of politics. Group thusasamassof activity directed
by interest, and the social system, which consist of alarge number of groups, marksthe
arenafor theinteraction of group activity (Varma, 2001).

Truman maintainsthat groupisacollection of individuaswhich onthebasisof one
or more shared attitude, makes certain claim upon other groupsin the society for the
establishment, maintenance or enhancement of formsof behaviour that areimpliedinthe
shared attitudes (Varma, 2001). The shared attitudes constitute the interests. A labour
group, for example functionsin arelationship to other labour groups or employers
organization. Itisargued by nation but sub-nationa communitieswith substantialy different
ingtitution, cultureand history (Anifowose, 2011). Thus, Morrison and Stephenson (1972)
concludethat cultural pluralismincreasesthelikelihood of conflict between membersof
communal groupsin black Africanationsand increasesthe probability of communa and
eliteingtability inthesenations. Thegroup formsthebasisof politica actions.

For several scoresof years, Nigeriahasearned an appellation for herself asa
showcase of Africa'sdemocracy. Paradoxically, every journey toward such democratic
experiment had been laden with violent e ectoral behaviour even sincethecolonial days.
Withtherebirth of Africanliberdisminthe 1990s, violent e ectora behaviour returnedina
morefrightening dimensionin all elections. Thegenera electionsof 1959, 1964, 1979,
1983, 1993, 1999, 2003, 2007, 2011 and 2015 respectively cameto test the resolve of
the variousethnic groupsin the conduct of freeand fair eection. Thiswork pointsto the
vaulting political ambitionsamong thevariousethnic groupscontending to securetheinterest
of their ethnic groupsand nations. In Nigeria, the extant literaturesmaintained that it has
over four hundred ethnic nations, with diverse cultural and political persuasions. The
examination of thevariousnationd dectionsisrepletewith ethnic contradictionsleading to
marred el ections. The 1993 general elections suffered cancellation by thethen military
juntaon theground of ethnicity. Thetwo mgjor parties, which participated in election, the
Social Democratic Party (SDP), and the National Republican Convention (NRC) were
anchored ontheanvil of ethnicity. Subsequently, formation of politica partiescontinuesto
reflect the ethnic character of thecolonia days.
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ETHNICITY FACTORINTHE 2015GENERAL ELECTION

Salawu (2010) notesthat Nigeriahasover four hundred ethnic groups belonging to the
severd religious sects, thismakes Nigerias nceindependenceto have been grappling with
the problem of ethnicity on one hand, and religious conflict on other hand. Thishasmade
conducting thevariouspresidential el ectionsfrom the 1979 election to the 2015 genera
electionsvery difficult. Itisgleaned and linked that the cancellation of the 1993 presidentid
electionwasonthedytar of ethnicity pursued and driven by the Presdent | brahim Babangida.
Hdiru (2012) contendsthat ethnic and religiouscomposition of Nigeriaanditsmanipulation
by the political eite posealot of threatsto governance and security of Nigeria. Theissue
of ethnicity and theinability of the stateto perform her basic and constitutional dutiesof
maintaining law and order, judtice, and providing socid servicesfor thepeoplehasculminated
inthe emergence of ethnic militiain severa parts of the country such as OduaPeople's
Congress(OPC), Bakas Boys, Ebesu Boys, Indigenouspeopleof Biafra(IPOB) and the
emergence of the dreaded Boko Haram. He opinesfurther that the emergence of ethnic
militiasand the deep dividesbetween the various ethnic groups makesrdigiousintolerance
moreviolent and bloody with moredevadtating effect usng theethnic militiasastheexecutors
of theethno-religious agenda. Salawu (2010) notesthat over 40% of the ethno-religious
conflictsarecredited to thefourth republic.

Haliru (2012) observesthat originating within state can largely betraced to potent
identity basefactors, trandating to differencesin race, religion, culture, language, and so
onwith perceivedimba anceinthedistribution of economic, politica and socia resources.
Thisisvery relevant to the Nigerian Situation. For instance, shortly after the annulment of
theJune 12, Presidential elections, perception of somegroupsin thefederation over the
disequilibriumin Nigeriaspoliticsbecameacute. The Ogoni felt neglected, theail producing
statesfelt cheated, the northern minoritiesfelt left out, the west felt robbed, the north
magorly felt they haveonly held thetitlesbut real power hasbeen somewhere, theEast has
awaysfdt oppressed and marginalized. Thesefedingsresulted intheformation of ethnic
militiasby someof thegroupsto redresstheir unhappy positionsinthefederation, (Agbge,
2012). Itisinresponseto the cancellation of the June 12, 1993 Presidential electionthe
OduaPeople's Congress (OPC) wasformed. Thelr activities have been athreat to peace
and security inthecountry. Thechoiceof the presidentia candidature of Olusegun Obasanjo
onthe platform of Peoples Democratic Party (PD) inthe February presidential electionin
1999 was predi cated on placating the agitation of theWest arising from the cancellation of
the June 12 presidential electionwon by Chief MKOAbiola

Withreferenceto Nigeria, thereseemto beadivigveinterplay of palitics, ethnicism
andrdligion, which have consequently givenfilliptotherisng micro nationdismand militancy
of various ethnic and religious movements in a bid to correct perceived form of
marginalization, oppression or domination. These basic factors have accounted for the
sentiments on the voting behaviour of the ethnic nationsin Nigeria. Agbge (2012) has
equally noted that theinterplay of ethno-religious problem and politicsin Nigeriaboils
downto perceived or red loss of power by an elite stratum, the quest for political power
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among those who won it before, those who lost it and those who want it back. And
paliticiansareknownfor playing ethnic cardsfor their sdlfish politica gains. That isinciting
their own ethnic groupsagainst their opponent'sethnic group. Theviolencethat trailed the
release of the 2011 presidentia electioninthenorthern part of Nigeria, the home country
of themajor presidential candidate, General Buhari (rtd) that lost out in the election
buttressesthisfact.

Segun (2013) assertsthat the predominance of ethnicity in Nigeriahasgrossy
undermined theelectora fortunesinthe presidentia e ectionsin the country. Henotesthat
violence hasmarred various e ectionsowing to the overriding influence of ethnicity inthe
polity. Heobservesfurther that ethnicity governsand influenceslargely thevoting pattern
of the peopleand theresultsareintheform of religiousand ethnic warsinthe country. The
ethnic col oration attached to el ections has predisposed election to ethnic violence. The
above scenario explains e ection whichisthemeansof political power acquisitioninthe
democratic setting has been violent ridden most especially inthefourth republic. Thisis
supported by Abbas (2008) who maintainsthat el ection period isbest described aswarfare
giventhe preponderant ethnic bias. He posited that ethnic biashasgivenriseto highlevel
of insecurity in Nigeria(Robert, Aborishade and Carl, 2010).

HOW PREVIOUSELECTIONSWERE CHARACTERIZED BY VIOLENCE

Despitethe political crisesinterwovenin ethnic and regional interest at the expense of
national development, Nigeriaexperienced atransition for amilitary ruleto ademocratic
dispensation. By May 29, 1999, Chief Olusegun Obasanjowassworninasademocraticaly
elected president of Nigeria. Notably, thissignifiesalandmark inthepolitical history of
Nigeria. Toalargeextent, military rule ssemsobsoletein Nigeria, and political stability
was supposedly to bein place. All the same, Nigeria's democratic dispensation was
associated with ethnic chauvinism and violenceinal directions. This, however, degpened
political crisesinNigeria From historical perspective, theethnicviolencein Nigeriafourth
republicisrooted inthe perennial ethnic crisesin Nigeriaspolity. In other words, since
independence, Nigerian statewasgoverned along ethniclinesby different political leaders.

Therefore, ethnocentrism, palitical instability and regiond interest could beidentified
to be at the climax during this period. Indeed, it waswithin this situation that Nigeria
moved to ademocratic dispensation. Hence, Nigeriapolitical reformationwaswithinthe
eraof socid problems, which frequently resultedinto ethnic violence. Fromthisbackground,
itiseasy todiscernwhy thefourth republic was occas oned with ethnic violence particularly
during generd dections, and much of itsregionalization gpproach.

Ikime (2006) observesthat ethnic violence during genera dectionshasoccas oned
the search by Nigeriansfor thetrue essence of nation state. Inthislight, ethnic nationalism
becomearedlity within Nigeriapolity, and thus, Nigeriaunity isoften affected. Beit asit
may, thefundamental reason for the spread of ethnic violenceinthefourth republicwasa
consequence of the seeming endless transformation af orementioned, and its attendant
polarization of Nigeriawith ethnic violence. Oroju (2014) aversthat Nigeriawas ushered
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into ademocrati c dispensation with an avalanche of ethno-nationalisminform of ethnic
violence. It will berecalled that ethnicjingoism hasbeen truereflection of thepolarization
of Nigeriaaong ethnic politics prior toindependence. In support of thisview, thenational
political crisessuch asthefaceoff between the north on one hand and the East and We<t,
ontheother handin the 1950sover regional share of central legidative seats (Ehimika,
2003) surfaced. Inthisregard, thefourth republic could not promote the expected national
unity; rather, it could beidentified asmerely an end to the prolonged military rule.

Furthermore, thethree magjor political partiesin thefourth republic represented
politica ditism, ethnocentrism, and regionalisminther outlook and configuration. Obvioudy,
theAlliancefor Democracy (AD) wasahalmark of the Yorubaethnic nationalismwithin
the Nigerian state. On the other hand, the All Nigeria Peoples Party (ANPP), featured
prominently inthenorthern region (Lugga, 2004). Whilethe People Democratic Party
(PDP) could beidentified asparty formed by political eitesfrom ageopolitical zonein
Nigeria Perhaps, thisjustifiesthe party'swide spread in Nigeria Neverthe ess, the Peoples
Democratic Party (PDP) largely provided opportunity for ethnicity and regional interest
by way of zoning the presidency to aparticular region (Oroju, 2004). Inthisregard, the
fourth republic was occasi oned by the dynamicsof ethnic politics, which could bewell
observed in the attitudes and conducts of the above mentioned political parties. Asa
matter of fact, through the political parties, the respective region built the capacity to
protect their respective ethnic groups and region as opposed to national interests.

Fromtheforegoing, it isclear that ethnicity isadominant social and political
phenomenon withinthe Nigerian polity. Agitationsfor ethnic unity asopposed to national
interest gained wider occurrencein theform of ethnic violenceduring eection period. This
however, underliesthe emergence and formation of ethnic mobilization asagainst national
cohesion and integration. The fourth republic however, signaled the emergence and
proliferation of Vigilantegroups, ethnic and sectiona militiaaswell asthe secessonist and
separatist groups (Akinwumi, 2005). Anugwom (2002) observethat ethnicrelated violence
hasmarred severd el ectionsin Nigeriawith inception from 1964 genera e ections. He
observesthat Nigeriarequirethe national questionto befundamentally addressedin order
to giveway tofull democratization of thepolity and electoral successinNigeria

ETHNICVIOLENCEAND PREVIOUSGENERAL ELECTIONS

Uwakwe (2004) arguesthat it wasthe tragedy of the Nigeriayouth movement that it
sooner than later becamethe cruciblefor thefission of Nigerianationalisminto various
ethnic sub nationalismsand micro nationalisms. Consequent upon the breskdown of NY M
and the politicsof thevariousregionsprior to 1959 General Electionsand ultimately the
political independencein 1960, the contest of 1959 General Electionswere done by
NCNC. AG and NPC were canvassing for votes based on ethnic sentiment and biason
their respectiveregionsforestalling thorough breed of nationalism capable of buildinga
stable nation. At independence, the parliamentary government at the centrewasformed
by the coalition of NPC and NCNC whilethe AG wasin opposition. The potency of
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ethnicity, which sowed the seed of discord among thevariousethnicinterest groupsledto
apremature collapse of thefirst republicin 1966. Robert Aborishade and Carl (2010)
arguesthat within two yearsof political independence, conflictshad torn apart western
ruling codition, mutua mistrust and distrust arising fromthe 1963 popul ation censuswhich
had annihilated thelittle hope that was|eft among theregions, and finally, law and order
broke down inthe Western Region over election rel ated fraud and violencein 1965. The
apparent military take over came onacorrectivemissiontoredressthefailuresof thecivil
authority to addressnationhood chalenges. Inabid to addresstheillsattendant to Nigerian
dateat that material time, informed themilitary over stay in power until 1979, pavingway
for the 2nd Republic necessitated lifting of the ban on political activitiesand subsequent
formationsof politica partiesin 1978

Similarly, theformationsof political partiesin 1978, also took the pattern of the
First Republic building foundationson ethnic affiliationsand primordid attachments. NPN
formation wasthe offshoot of the defunct NPC; UPN wasthe product of AG and NPP
resurrected theidealsof NCNC asthedominant partiesthat contested the General Elections
in 1979. The Great Nigeria Peoples Party (GNPP) and the People Redemption Party
(PRP) becamethemereexpress on and agitation of theminority ditesthat felt disenchanted
and disillusioned in the system. NPN took the centre stageinthe politicsof 1979 - 1983
while UPN, NPP, PRP and GNPPtook their turnin forming government at the state
levels. Ethnic sentiment and tribaism sivept the 2nd Republic, asign that fissparousprodivity
hasbeeningrained in Nigerian politics. Thistendency isyet to give chancefor genuine
party politicsto blossomin Nigeria

Remi and Akinboye (2011) notethat in the botched Third Republic 1992 - 1993,
the pendulum changed asthe country witnessed the emergence of atwo party system,
following the sudden cancellation of eleven palitical associationsformed by thepaliticians.
Inthisvein, theregime of Genera 1 brahim Babangidadecreed two political partiesinto
exisence namely: the Socia Democratic Party (SDP) onitsplatform, Chief MKOADbiola
contested the presidentia el ectionsand the Nationa Republican Convention (NRC), with
Bashiri Tofacontesting the samee ectionin 1993. Democracy suffered asetback, following
the outcome of the el ection, marred with ethnic sentiment through its cancellation by the
military juntaof General 1brahim Babangida; on theground that the said &l ection was not
won by hiskinsman. Thisact threw the nation of Nigeriaintoimpasse (Oroju, 2014).

At thedawn of the Fourth Republicin 1999 ethnicity, tribalism, and e ectord fraud
appeared an endemic feature of the contemporary Nigeria. Formation of political parties
took the previoustrajectory of ethnic biasand jaundice. General Abdusalem Abubakar
organized thed ection of 1998/1999 on amultiparty basi sand set themotionfor democratic
participation. PDP, AD and APP contested thefirst electionsin 1999 to usher in the Fourth
Republic. The People Democratic Party becametheruling party in 1999till the 2015
generd dectionswhereit wasdefeated by APC. The character and nature of party politics
at themoment in Nigeriacontinuesto reflect the pattern of politicsin the previousrepublics
inthat theruling party continuesto berepressivein character. Repressionin the political
system of the Forth Republic has heightened ethnic nationalism and revuls onsfrom very
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many ethnic groupsagitating for their fundamental human rights, self-determination, and
political accommodation in Nigeria. Prominent among these ethnic militiasinclude:
Movement for theactualization of the Sovereign State of Biafra(MASSOB) operatingin
the East, Movement for the survival of Ogoni (MOSOP), Niger DeltaVVolunteers Forces
(NDVF), Bakas Sdlf-Determination Front (BSDF), and Movement for the Emancipation
of Niger Delta(MEND) are dominant in the South-South, Odua Peopl€'s Congress (OPC)
intheWest and currently the menace of Boko Haram Sect in the northisthreatening the
corporate existence of the country. All these agitationsand revulsionsare by products of
failure of good governance and itsassociated illsin the polity. And asfar asthereare
indexesof failure of good governance, marginalization, patronage and preva ence of spail
system syndrome predominantly inthemodern Nigeriapolitics, ethnic consciousnessand
ethnic nationalismwill keep prevailing over national consciousnessand patriotism.

CONCLUSIONAND RECOMMENDATIONS

In clear terms, it is observed that Nigeria as a nation had been occasioned by ethnic
identity and violenceissue. Bethat asit may, the country experienced aunique political
history consequent upon the annulment of the presidential election of June, 1993. The
outcomesof theannulment wereethnic crisesin theentire country. Certainly, thereasons
for these criseswereenshrined inthe character of the Nigerian state, the prolonged military
ruleand Hausa-Ful ani ethnic hegemony withitslargeimplication of political and economic
lopsidednessinthe country. Instead of embarking on collective national agendaby these
multi-ethnic groupsin Nigeria, ethnic nationalism or identity was predominant during the
period. However, to build anationimplies, firgt, that aperson'spolitical identity beexpanded
and, second that anational identity comesto take precedence over the other (Ehimika,
2003). Inthisregard, Nigeria's various ethnic groups seem opposed to building atrue
Nigerian nation and as such, agenuine Nigerialeadership had been amirage. Rather,
different ethnic groupsbuilt up their perspective around ethnicjingoism, and thus, thisera
becameknownfor ethnicrivary, agitationsagainst ethnic suppression and marginaization
and ahost of other crises.

Identifiably, Nigerian leadership over theyearsisyet to synchronizewith various
ethnic groupsinto having anationd identity. Unarguably, thepolitica StuationinNigeria
between 1993 and 2003 was characterized by ethnic agendaand regional sentimentsby
thepolitical leadership. Asearlier observed, the June 12, 1993 el ection further polarized
theNigerian stateinto ethnic cleavages. Therefore, the period wasremarkablefor none
exigenceof atrueNigerianation. Perhaps, theassertion of Obaro Ikime could best describe
Nigeriainthemidst of these ethnic crises. He assertsthat Nigeriaisanation that had
continued to grope along without Nigeria (Ikime, 2006). Nigeriacontinuesto trudge on
ethnic voting behaviour even up to the present day. Thisisattested in the presidential
elections conducted in the 2015, where voting took after ethnicity. The maor two
presidential election contendersreceived morefromtheir ownregion, theAPCwoninthe
northern and western states, the PDP dominated in theold easternregion. Thissignifiesthe
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no paradigm from the previouselectionin Nigeria. Thisimpliesthat ethnic identity of
nationality isparamount within the NigeriaState. Therefore, leadership without ethnic
sentiments seemsto be amirage within the Nigerian State. Consequently, thereisdare
need for nationa re-orientation on theissuesof ethnicity asit bothersonthepalitical lifeof
the people. Conclusively, it should be noted that ethnicity cannot in any way beruled out
completely from politicsbecauseit formspart of political life or behaviour of the people.
However, it should be handled with moderation. It ishigh time people saw the need to
eschew ethni ¢ sentiments on matters of el ections because with thisideology infocus,
Nigeriaisbound to continuevoting into power the wrong person who perhapshasnothing
to deliver. Also, workshops and seminars on el ection and electoral processes should be
undertaken before and after el ectionsto put both the el ected and the el ectorates on the
right perspective of political issues. Thereisneed to build astrong and viable electora
body in the country to oversee el ections mattersin the country. This could be done by
putting someonewith integrity at the helm of affairsof theelectoral body. All electoral
commissionersshould bemen and women of provenintegrity. With such substance putin
place, any politician or political party (including incumbent) who daresto influencethe
electoral processor body toit favour should be madeto receivethefull weight of thelaw.
Smilarly, law(s) sti pulating adequate and implementabl edisciplinary messuresto any erring
politician or party should be put in place to checkmate the excesses of some political
partiesand politicians. Sensitive document of the electoral body should be adequately
secured. The use of ad hoc staff should be handled with the greatest level of careand
scrutiny whileregular staff should be given continuousor regular and proper orientation
and sengitization ontheir job. Findly, itisabsol utely necessary for everyonein Nigeriato
imbibethecultureof completeattitudina changeespecidly intheareaof stimulating ethnic
sentimentsintimesof € ectionsand nationa issues.
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