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Abstract 

Nigeria’s electoral 

process has been 

confronted with 

daunting and enormous 

challenges which bedevil 

the conduct of free, fair 

and acceptable election 

both within the country 

and the international 

community. However, 

the major and crucial 

problem in Nigeria’s 

electoral system is that 

of vote buying (and 

selling). Although, 

political process 

requires funding in 

order to operate. 

However, the lavish 

spending for political 
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INTRODUCTION  

  One of the 

fundamental problems 

of the democratization 

process in Nigeria has 

been the conduct of 

free, fair and 

acceptable elections. 

Virtually all the 

elections conducted in 

the history of Nigerian 

politics have been 

characterized by one 

form of electoral 

problem or the other 

(Danjibo and Oladeji, 

2007). The 1959 

elections were widely 

condemned as 

unacceptable by the 

opposition parties 

(Post 1964; 

Ojigbo1980; Dudley 

1973). Similarly, the 

1963/64 election was 

also plagued with 

problems and serious 

challenges, especially 

in the western region 

and the middle belt, 

which the crisis led to 

the collapse of the first 

republic (Ingham  
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exercise in Nigeria is 

antithetical to 

democratic 

consolidation. It is 

believed the money 

spent by politicians on 

elections will be 

recovered when they are 

elected into office, 

thereby defeating the 

principles of 

accountability. 

Consequently, the 

electorates are denied 

the opportunity to make 

the right choice and the 

resources that would 

have been used for 

developmental purposes 

are diverted into 

individual pockets. But 

Despite the regulation of 

political finance in the 

electoral act, it has been 

observed that its 

application still remains 

a mirage. The source of 

data for the study was 

through secondary 

sources. The data 

collected were content 

analyzed. This study 

therefore, exposes the 

nature of vote buying 

and selling as a form of 

electoral malpractice 

whose root causes may 

be linked to illiteracy, 

poverty and a zero-sum 

game of political 

exclusion. Overall, the 

paper recommended 

that Nigeria needs to 

tackle illiteracy, poverty, 

unemployment and 

regulate election 

spending etc, in order to 

guarantee credible 

election. 

 

1997; Diamond 1996; Anifowose 2006); the reoccurring situation was 

contested by the opposition in 1979 election, creating the crisis that led to 

military takeover of government (Joseph, 1990). In the same manner, the 

2003 elections were wildly acclaimed to be massively fraudulent, with vote 

buying by the different political parties (Catholic Secretariat 2003). While that 

of the 2007 elections was regarded as one of the worst elections conducted in 

Nigeria, in that regards, the chief European Union Observer reported that 

handling of the polls had “fallen far short” of basic international standards 

“and cannot be considered to be credible” (The Sunday Herald, 2007). 

In consideration of this electoral challenge, the former President, Umar Musa 

Yar’Adua acknowledged deficiency in the election that brought him to power, 

and consequently initiated electoral reforms that would help deal with such 

electoral challenges in Nigeria (Nigerian Tribune, August 2007).  In other 

words, it has been observed that vote buying takes place at multiple stages of 

electoral cycles in the country and has been seen eminently during voter 

registration, nomination period, campaign and Election Day. This as observed 

was the case of the 2015 general election which was also laced with 

allegations of pre-election vote buying, in which the former president 
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Jonathan was alleged to have made huge financial inducement to some south 

west monarchs to aid his re-election in 2015.       

 Consequently, the July 14th governorship election in Ekiti state once again 

brought to the fore the daunting challenge of vote buying in the country’s 

electoral process, as it left in its wake a questionable scare in the elections 

outcome. The Governorship election outcome in Ekiti was described by the 

former Minister of Education, Dr, Oby Ezekwesili, as “Democracy on Sale”. She 

went further to query what would make a person to pay voters money in order 

to serve them? (The Guardian, August 2nd 2018). In the same vein, the 2018 

gubernatorial elections in Osun and Ekiti states in particular were marred by 

brazen vote-buying, not necessarily because of the value of the votes bought, 

but owing to blatant display of indiscretions by voters. In these states, the vote 

buyers and the voters went about the electoral offence as if they have 

immunity or could go about the offence with impunity (The Guardian, 2018). 

It is therefore, worrisome that elections in Nigeria have since independence 

been increasingly contentious and confrontational, largely because of 

electoral offences such as election rigging, vote buying and manipulating the 

rules of the electoral contest, which have covertly or overtly corrupted the 

electoral procedures. 

According to Danjibo and Oladeji (2007), among the problems associated with 

conduct of elections in Nigeria are the electoral body, the electoral system, and 

the electoral process. They observed in their study that Nigeria has never had 

truly independent electoral commission. The process of establishing them 

makes them part of the executive arm. For example, the 1999 constitution 

vested in the hands of the president the responsibility of appointing the 

officers of the ‘Independent’ National Electoral Commission (INEC), which 

gives him the opportunity to appoint party loyalist. Hence, the general 

perception is that the INEC is a federal agency, rather than a federalizing 

institution. The electoral system itself cannot be said to meet the demands of 

Nigerians. The electoral process is also marred by irregularities ranging from 

deliberate exclusion by the electoral agency, often in collusion with the ruling 

party, of eligible voters from the voters’ register to the conduct of the elections 

involving all manner of ballot manipulation for favoured candidates or 

parties. In all these, it is perceived that the votes of the electorates do not 

count. One of the major forms of irregularity is vote buying and vote selling. 

Unlike in other African countries such as Kenya, Zimbabwe, Uganda and 
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Malawi, where vote buying takes place prominently during campaign period, 

in Nigeria it takes place at multiple stages of the electoral cycle and has been 

observed eminently during voter registration, nomination period, campaign 

and election day. It also occurs at various institutional levels in the polity for 

example, in the legislature, where votes are bought to illegally enact laws that 

would favour a particular individual (Matenga, 2016).  

The Nigerian Electoral Act, 2010, Article 130 states: “A person who-(a) 

corruptly by himself or by any other person at any time after the date of an 

election has been announced, directly or indirectly gives or provides or pays 

money to or for any person for the purpose corruptly influencing that person 

or any other person to vote or refrained from voting at such election; or (b) 

being a voter corruptly accepts money or any other inducement during any of 

the period stated in paragraph (a) of this section, commits an offence and is 

liable on conviction to a of N100,000 or 12 months imprisonment or both. 

However, the attainment of compliance to this legal provision remains a 

challenge, as there has not been a single reported case of arrest to serve as 

deterrent to others (The Guardian, 2018).  

Be that as it is, elections are central feature of democracy and for elections to 
express the will of the electorate; it must be seen to be free and fair. 
Democracy proponents believe that if an election is free from vote buying; it 
means that all those entitled to vote are rightly registered and totally free to 
make their choice of candidate without imposition or inducement, thereby 
ensuring that democratic norms are consolidated. Although, political process 
requires funding in order to operate, the lavish spending for political exercise 
in Nigeria is antithetical to democratic consolidation; consequently the 
electorates are denied the opportunity to make the right choice. Despite the 
regulation of political finance in the electoral act, it has been observed that its 
application still remains a mirage. Politicians spend lavishly during electoral 
campaigns and this encourages vote buying and selling (Ojo, 2008). It is on 
this background that the study intends to investigate vote buying and vote 
selling phenomenon and democratic consolidation in Nigeria. The paper 
adopted secondary data to achieve its objective. Information was also sourced 
from relevant books, newspapers, journals and reports.  
 

Statement of the Problem 

Elections are central feature of democracy and for elections to express the will 

of the electorate it must be seen to be free and fair. Democracy proponents 

believe that if an election is free from vote buying it means that all those 
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entitled to vote are rightly registered and totally free to make their choice of 

candidate without imposition or inducement, thereby ensuring that 

democratic norms are consolidated. However, since 1999, vote buying and 

money politics have become one of the major challenges that confront 

democratic consolidation in Nigeria’s fourth republic. At various stages in 

Nigerian politics, the amount of money spent by politicians in vote buying and 

other political activities is believed to be recovered after “wining” the election. 

Consequently, the resources meant for developmental purposes may not be 

used for the reasons they were meant for since some money were spent in 

winning the elections that brought them to power. Such would defeat the 

principles of democratic consolidation which has been the case in Nigeria 

from 1999 to date. In response to the persistence of electoral malpractice in 

Nigeria, some electoral reforms have been put in place to tackle this problem. 

Among this are introduction of card reader and other modern technologies to 

guide against electoral malpractice, Prosecution of electoral offenders and 

limitations on election expenses.  

 Unfortunately, despite all these measures put in place to tackle vote buying, 

the problem still persists and electoral process still remains expensive that 

many genuine political aspirants are excluded from participating due to lack 

of resources. Thus, this makes it possible for the rich to hijack the electoral 

process and it has become impossible to elect leaders freely and fairly, 

suggesting that elective position can be bought thereby casting doubt on the 

legitimacy of elected government. Thus, vote buying cast some doubt on the 

ability of the electoral body to instill electoral discipline that gives the 

electorate the right and opportunity to choose credible leaders. Again, voters 

are denied themselves the right to demand accountable and transparent 

leadership, as politicians who buy votes are under no obligation to be 

accountable to the electorate.   

 

Research Objectives  

The overall objective of this study is to examine vote Buying, democratic 

consolidation and. the quest for accountable leadership in Nigeria’s fourth 

republic. Specific objectives include:  

I.    Examine the factors that impel vote buying and selling in Nigeria. 

II. Highlight the major forms of vote buying and selling and its threat to 

democratic       consolidation in Nigeria’s fourth republic.  
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III. Proffer solutions on how best to curb vote buying and selling and how 

democratic        consolidation can be engendered in Nigeria.  

 

Rational for the Study 

Free, fair and credible elections in general   have potent influence on 

democratic consolidation all over the world. It would reduce the amount of 

money spent by politicians in vote buying and other political activities if 

citizen’s vote according to their conscience. This would guarantee effective 

use of resources meant for developmental purposes such that it would give 

the citizens the right to seek for prudence and accountability. Such would 

influence the values of democratic consolidation which is significantly needed 

in Nigeria.  Good electoral structure and system would help ensure that 

democratic consolidation is entrenched which would ultimately help voters 

to decide through their right to choose. Unfortunately, electoral process is 

becoming so expensive that many genuine political aspirants are excluded 

from participating due to lack of resources; this makes it possible for the rich 

to hijack the electoral process. Adversely, buying and selling of votes have dire 

consequence for democratic consolidation. First, is that it becomes impossible 

to elect leaders freely and fairly, suggesting that elective position can be 

bought thereby casting doubt on the legitimacy of elected government.  

The dimensions of vote buying and its effects on Nigeria’s democratic 

consolidation have reached to the stage that deserves attention and urgent 

need to address whatever may have been the root cause of the challenge. 

Elections in Nigeria have, since independence, been increasingly contentious 

and confrontational, largely because of acts such as election rigging and 

manipulating the rules of electoral contest, which have covertly or overtly 

corrupted the electoral procedures. Many observers have asserted that the 

collapse of Nigeria’s previous republics was not totally unconnected with the 

election-related crises that pervaded the political system during these periods 

(Graf 1979). In the words of Tyoden (1994, p124), ‘the tendency by 

particularly the ruling party to expand its sphere of influence in the country 

by all means fair or foul was a major reason for the collapse of the first and 

second republics’. Therefore, a study that would examine all forms of electoral 

malpractices such as vote buying and selling, with its concomitant effects on 

democratic consolidation is pertinent.  
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Electoral frauds have been one of the major challenges to the growth and 

development of the country and these has grown steadily and worse over 

time. Since the return to democratic rule on 29th May 1999, Nigeria has held 

five general elections, out of the five general elections conducted; only the 

2011general election met both the local and international standard (Ebirim, 

2014). But the disturbing trend is that, each general election was worse than 

the proceeding one. This trend shows that the country is faring very badly at 

each passing election as democratic norms cannot be said to flourish in such 

an environment.  For that reason and more, it has become expedient to 

improve our electoral system to meet international best practice; hence a 

study like this is valuable. 

 

Methodology  

For the purpose of achieving the research objective of this study, quantitative 

data were obtained from secondary data sources, both published and 

unpublished materials were collected. Thus, secondary data were collected 

from published and unpublished materials such as background 

documentation, periodicals, reports and books as well as policy and 

programme documents. In other words, this study employed documentary 

method of data collection. Data generated from both sources were subjected 

to both descriptive and content analysis. 

 

Conceptual clarification   

Vote Buying 

 Simply defined, vote buying is the exchange of votes for money or any 

material benefit either actual or potential. However, this definition suggests 

that votes are market commodities which the merchant is ready to dispose of 

for gains (Danjibo and Oladeji 2007). Sha (2006, p 124) defines vote buying as 

‘any form of persuasion in which financial gain is suggested by one person to 

another with the intension of influencing a person’s vote. Bello-Imam (2007, 

p4) sees vote buying as a form of ‘bribery consisting of money or other 

rewards for voting as directed. Vote buying is a process by which the rule and 

regulations that govern the conduct of election are manipulated to favour 

specific interests. This can also assume several methods and strategies 

including outright rigging and falsification of electoral result. However, vote 

buying can take place before, after and during election. In the same vein, 
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Bamisaye & Awofeso (2011) defines electoral malpractices as the desperate 

determination of politicians, political actors and political parties to capture 

power by all means and at all cost. For him, politicians involve all sorts of 

electoral malpractices such as rigging of elections and the intimidation of 

voters in order to subvert the electoral process. Put differently, (Ojo, 2008) is 

of the opinion that money politics is synonymous to vote buying and selling. 

It is viewed beyond monetary exchange and transaction.  

Gonzalez Ocantos, Jonge, and Nickerson (2014) defined vote-buying as the 

exchange of private goods for votes during electoral campaigns. Lahoucq 

(2007) argued that vote-buying involves trading valuable goods for votes on 

the day of elections. Owen (2013) stated that vote-buying is a process 

consisting of an offer made to purchase the vote of an individual of voting age, 

who accepts the offer, receives compensation, shows up at the polling station, 

and then votes as paid” .Mares and Young (2016) contended that vote-buying 

is a category within positive inducement which involves “offers of rewards 

such as money, goods, or favors”. According to Kennedy (2010), vote-buying 

is a simple economic exchange.  

 

Democratic Consolidation  

Democratic consolidation may be defined as status of democratic maturity 

such that it can no longer be threatened or truncated by reactionary forces 

whether internal or external. But the good thing with the term “democratic 

Consolidation” according to Schedler (cited in Inokoba & Kumokor 2011) is 

its seemingly infinitely patience and malleability. It is a term that contains few 

semantic constraints, and talk about democratic consolidation pre supposes 

that a democratic regime exist from the beginning to the end of the process. 

Democracy is at the same time the indispensible starting point of democratic 

consolidation (inform of a “consolidating democracy”) and its hopeful 

outcome (inform of “consolidated democracy). Hence, “consolidation is the 

term that denotes both movement and arrival, both progress and 

achievement, and that account for the teleological nature of democratic 

consolidation”. 

On the other hand, Schedler (cited Obah-Akpowoghaha 2013), defined 

democratic consolidation is the process by which a new democracy matures, 

such that it is unlikely to revert to authoritarianism.   It also assumes two 

things, the first being that there is already in existence a state of democracy 
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characterized by all democratic features via periodic election, security of life 

and property, fundamental human rights and freedom, constitutional stability 

as a fulcrum of society and governmental stability and also opportunities for 

equality, justice and fair play. On the other hand, it assumes that there is a 

need to consolidate the base of the existing democracy. This implies making 

firmer, more solid and more resilient the base of the existing democracy.  

According to Diamond (1997), democratic consolidation represents a state 

whereby institutions, rules and constraints of democracy becomes the sole 

legitimate means for the acquisition and exercise of political power. For Jega 

(2006) cited in Erunke (2012), democratic consolidation is a term which 

describes the vital political goal for a transiting democracy with intermittent 

flop by authoritarian rule. It consists of overlapping behavioral, attitudinal 

and constitutional dimensions through which democracy becomes reutilized 

and deeply internalized in social, institutional and even psychological life as 

well as political calculation for achieving success. Ademola(2011), conceives 

democratic consolidation as an identifiable phase in the process of transition 

from authoritarian to democratic system that are critical to the establishment 

of a stable, institutional and lasting democracy. 

 Similarly, Beetham(1994), cited in Mohammed (2013) sees democratic 

consolidation as the challenge of making new democracies secure and 

extending their life expectancy beyond the short term of making them 

immune against the threat of authoritarian repression and of building dams 

against eventual reverse waves. For Frimpong- Mansoh(2012:14), democratic 

consolidation refers to “a firm establishment and successful completion of the 

process of political democratization”.  

 

Factors Responsible for Vote Buying and selling in Nigeria 

One of the prime reasons why politicians buy votes is the hunger for power. 

Hence, vote buying is a form of desperation to remain in power. Many 

politicians fight for the privilege of power because it comes with influence and 

control over other individuals. Therefore, they see power as the easiest way 

to lord it over others, achieve prominence and amass financial fortune. On the 

other hand, the electorates sell their vote, because the monetary offer appears 

as an opportunity to get the money that is allegedly stolen by the politicians 

back to the people. They might as well accept the offered money since it came 

from the taxes of the people. 
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The nature of Nigerian politics helps to fuel vote buying; the winner takes all 

syndromes is a major factor that encourages vote buying and selling among 

politicians and the electorates. Similarly, the distrust among the electorates 

towards politicians because of the inability of most politicians to keep to their 

electoral promise is another factor responsible for vote buying. Similarly, 

Poverty among the Nigerian voters accounts for one of the factors that impel 

vote buying. Also it has been revealed that elected political representatives 

neglect the poor and the vulnerable after elections therefore, poverty 

fundamentally necessitated the poor voters’ decision to sell their votes to 

vote-buyers (Hicken, 2007; Owen, 2013). The desire to always make quick 

cash among Nigerians is instrumental to vote-sellers inclination to place more 

value on instant financial benefit as opposed to future benefits or future 

commitment contained in election manifesto and promises (Khemani, 2015). 

The vote -buyers therefore, recognized the vulnerability of the poor voters 

because of their financial state and specifically targeted them with the 

tempting offer of immediate benefits in an exchange for their vote (Jensen and 

Justesen, 2014).   

Shin (2015) argued that demand and supply forces dictate vote-selling and 

that a greater demand for individualistic goods, as opposed to good policies 

leads to an increase in vote selling. Illiteracy is another contributory factor 

that fuels vote-buying, hence the uneducated prefer immediate monetary 

benefit because they do not understand how good governance can help 

consolidate democracy. On the other hand, the educated voters understand 

the danger and cost that is inherent in vote buying; hence they make the right 

choice (Borang, Grimes, & Schuster, 2014). According to (Device, 2006), “the 

peoples’ perception greatly reinforced by obscene display of opulence by 

public office holders and ostentatious living of many politicians that every 

elected or appointed public officer is amassing wealth from the public 

treasury. This seems to have strengthened the resolve of many voters to sell 

their votes to the highest bidder”. 

 
Forms of Vote buying and the consequences on Democratic 

Consolidation 

Different forms of vote buying and selling abound, apart from those specified 

in the electoral Act.   Among them are: 

▪ Direct inducement of the electorate with money to influence votes in 

favour of a particular political party or candidates; 
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▪ Inducement of local political elites with money or materials in order to 

gain the block votes of a particular constituency; 

▪ Providing wards or electoral constituencies with materials such as 

clothing or food with the intension of getting their votes; 

▪ Purchasing cars or motorcycles, building houses and providing 

contracts for traditional rulers and local elites in order to get the votes 

of their subjects; 

▪ Paying political thugs to intimidate and harass the electorates to force 

them to vote for a particular political party or candidates;  

▪ Paying political thugs to snatch ballot boxes;  

▪ Paying security agents to aid in electoral fraud;  

▪ Paying electoral officials to aid in electoral fraud.    

 

There is no gain saying that vote buying and selling is detrimental to 

democratic consolidation and which questions the country’s readiness to 

embrace ideal democracy. One of the cardinal effects of this is the promotion 

of money over merit, ideology and creativity. Hence, a level playing ground 

would be sacrificed for imposition and intimidation which definitely tells on 

the legitimacy of government. The influence of vote buying has been adjudged 

to be one of the factors that undercut democratic consolidation in Nigeria. 

Similarly, the unbridled spread of vote buying is acting as a channel for the 

death of democracy in the country; hence vote buying is a hindrance to the 

growth of democratic consolidation in the country (Muhammed and Rauf, 

2015). Similarly, money politics promotes elitist politics and weakens popular 

participation. This according to Dung will only place persons with the 

resources to get access to political offices in Nigeria and will hinder the masses 

from participating in political leadership due to their financial handicap (Dung 

Pam, 2008). More so, participation in political affairs is left in the hands of 

money bags.  

Globally, there is a link between the electoral process and its rules and the 

stability of the political process. Many observers have asserted that the 

collapse of Nigeria’s previous republics was not totally unconnected with the 

vote buying and election -related crises that pervaded the political system 

during those periods (Graf, 1979). Furthermore, vote buying denies a society 

the democratic principle of transparency and accountability because vote 

buyers are under no obligation to serve the masses interest. Buying and 
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selling of votes is only a form of political entrepreneurship where investment 

comes from the former party. As noted by Danjibo and Oladeji (2007), money 

politics make politicians to see themselves as investing in a greater political 

harvest, thereby encouraging the entrenchment of corruption in the polity 

which erodes the very basis of democratic governance. Equally, where 

candidates have invested much resource before being elected or appointed 

into public office, there is every tendency that they will try to recover the 

money they have invested in as many folds as possible. Where that is the case 

accountability and transparency known to be hallmark of good governance 

and democracy becomes jettisoned to the detriment of the system (Ojo, 2008). 

 

Table 1,   Dimensions of Electoral Malpractice 

Pre-Election  Election Post-Election 

Vote buying at voter 

registration stage  

Vote buying at 

nomination of 

candidates   

Vote buying at campaign 

and election day 

Shoddy preparation  Allocation of voting 

where no took place   

Wrongful declaration of 

elected 

candidates/unauthorized 

announcement of election 

results 

Party fielding inept 

candidates  

collusion of parties 

with electoral body for 

the purpose falsifying 

results 

Parties who fielded no 

candidates declared 

winner 

illicit printing of 

voters’ cards by 

parties with the aim 

of using them to ring 

elections 

Over-voting (excess 

votes than registered 

voters/population 

Inflation of votes 

Creation of bogus 

polling booths in 

clandestine houses 

in advance of the 

election dates. INEC 

agents issuing 

Physically threatening 

voters for the purpose 

of scaring them away 

so to be able to ring the 

elections 

INEC says the name a 

candidates with the 

highest votes is not in its 

file ( even when such a 

candidates has paid the 

required fees) 
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materials including 

ballot boxes to these 

boots on payment of 

agreed sum of 

money  

Non-display of voter 

registration by INEC 

at the appropriate 

time 

Deliberate refusal to 

supply election 

materials to 

strongholds of 

opponents/opposition 

parties 

A parties victory 

withdrawn by the 

electoral body on the 

claim that it fielded non-

indigenes, even though 

INEC had earlier issued a 

clearance certificate to 

the candidates 

Deliberate 

disenfranchisement 

of eligible voters 

 Official manipulation of 

electoral process against 

a party or some parties 

Non-serialization of 

ballot papers 

 A party/candidates wins 

at election tribunals but 

government refuses to 

swear the in the winner 

   cancellation of electoral 

process after results have 

been wholly or partially 

released 

Wrongful 

disqualification of 

selected candidates  

Intimidation by law 

enforcement agents in 

order to favour a 

particular candidates/ 

parties  

Illegal disqualification of 

candidates 

Source: Compiled By Author 2019  

 

Strategies for Curbing Vote buying and Selling in Nigeria 

Vote buying and selling has been the bane of general elections in many 

countries, especially developing nations and Nigeria in particular. The 

following are the strategies for curbing vote buying and selling: 
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There is the need for regular voter education and sensitization campaigns or 

awareness of citizens about the malpractice of buying and selling votes. It is 

important Voters, governments, NGOs, electoral bodies, civil societies, and 

non-state actors should consider it obligatory to spearhead and strengthen 

democracy by mounting vigorous campaigns to educate the electorates not to 

accept financial or material rewards before they vote for a particular 

candidate or party as this amounts to selling one’s conscience. By the use of 

incentives to buy votes the power of the ordinary Nigerian is gradually being 

sold to the rich politicians who may decide who wins an election in the 

country.  

Creating awareness on the ills of the practice of vote buying and retelling of 

societal morals by all electoral stakeholders will be prudent in curbing it. All 

stakeholders of elections in Nigeria including the National Orientation Agency 

(NOA), Independent National Electoral Commission (INEC) together with 

media houses must educate the public on the negative effects of vote buying 

on the country’s democracy. Similarly, religious bodies can re-instill morals 

into their congregations who form the voting population. 

 Poverty reduction can equally be considered as strategy to reduce vote 

buying. Since the findings concluded that there is a relationship between 

income (economic status) and voters’ decisions, governments should make it 

a point to reduce poverty by enhancing wealth redistribution. This can be 

done by creating or providing sustainable jobs, especially for the rural folks. 

One of the major implications of vote buying is that it can encourage 

corruption by politicians after they are voted into power. This is because they 

would want to get return on money invested during election campaigns. This 

can lead to the abuse of state resources. 

The use of incentives to buy votes may have repercussions on Nigeria 

elections. It can negatively impact the quality and credibility of elections. Vote 

buying can contribute to the wrong political parties being elected to serve the 

nation. Once voters are paid to cast their votes in a certain way, they become 

enslaved by politicians; hence their rights to challenge their vote buying by 

politicians are restricted. As vote buying is so widespread, it raises concerns 

about the quality of emerging democratic institutions and how potential 

elections conducted will help to deliver better and more accountable 

governments. 
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Conclusion 

Vote buying and selling demean the essence of democracy. They equally erode 

the very basis of good governance in that they make the government neither 

accountable nor responsive to the wishes and expectations of the electorate. 

Among these causes of vote buying and selling in Nigeria are poverty, illiteracy 

and nature of politics that is obtainable in Nigeria. Vote buying and selling 

have serious implication for democratic consolidation and unless there is a 

will on the side of the government to eradicate the phenomenon from 

Nigeria’s electoral process, good governance and democratic consolidation 

will remain elusive. 

 

Recommendations  

▪ Poverty must be seriously addressed. People engage in vote selling as 

a result abject poverty with which they are faced with. Reducing 

poverty can also be seen as strategy to reduce vote buying. Since it is 

obvious that there is a relationship between income (economic status) 

and voters’ decisions, government should make it a point to reduce 

poverty by enhancing wealth redistribution. This can be done by 

creating or providing sustainable jobs, especially for the rural folks. 

▪ Mass illiteracy is another reason for vote selling and buying. In this 

regard, the Nigerian government, civil society, faith based 

organizations and the National Orientation Agency must embark on 

massive and extensive education of the electorates on the dangers and 

the implications of the practice. 

▪ Vote buying and selling is an electoral offence. Culprits should be 

brought to book and when convicted, be sentenced to long jail term to 

serve as deterrent to other potential offenders.  

▪ The nature of electoral politics in Nigeria must change in regard to 

campaign financiering, the attitude of winner-takes-all politics and the 

open secret ballot system. Enforcement of financial discipline in party 

campaigns; politics should be more inclusive and method of voting 

should change, including taking advantage of the latest advancement in 

voting technology to avert compromising the electoral process.  

▪ The amount of money being spent by politicians during elections 

should be regulated and adhere to the electoral guidelines.   
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▪ Candidates and voters who embark on vote buying and selling should 

be prosecuted according to the provisions of the electoral law.    
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