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ABSTRACT 

The objective of this study is to determine the relationship between ethnicity and voting behavior 

and the extent to which the former influence the latter among Kogi state electorate. The survey 

research was used in the work alongside the use of questionnaire in establishing the relationship. 

In addition,the stateôs 2008 and 2011 gubernatorial election results were analysed using tables 

and charts. The study administered 156copies of questionnaire in three randomly selected Local 

Governments in the state.In conducting this study, an appropriate sample size was arrived at 

using the Yamaneôs formula considering a 92% confidence level of precision thereby giving 

room for a ±8 or 8% error level. However, respondentsô data was analyzed using tables, charts 

and the percentage presentation of respondents view.The essence of this was to enhance 

understanding of data presented. This work adopts the pluralist theory in understanding the 

concept of ethnicity and how it influences the voting behavior of Kogi state electorate. Members 

of different ethnic groups in the state have to some extent their ethnic sentiment which plays a 

role in determining their choice in any elections. This study is of great benefit to knowledge 

seekers, researchers and politicians because contrary to wide spread speculations that ethnicity is 

the major sentiment which influence the voting behavior of most electorate in most multi ethnic 

states, this study has shown that in this modern era of human existence, there exist some 

reasonable rationality which decides the electoratesô choice of candidates in election, mostly this 

rationality is tied to their interest of what they stand to gain if a candidate win as against just 

voting based on ethnic sentiment. Electorate as humans by their nature are complex and dynamic 

beings. This is so because they act in consonance to their interest. This implies that their 

rationality is limited to their interest. However, their interest is not static as they are bound to 

vote on the grounds of their sentiments. It is on this note that most politicians and political actors 

in Nigeria resort to the use of primordial sentiment especially ethnicity in canvassing for political 

support during electioneering campaign. This use of ethnic sentiment to influence the electorate 

choice at the polls is most prevalent in developing democracies like that of Nigeria. In addition, 

data gathered from the fieldbuttress ethnic sentiment as a determinant of voting behaviour among 

electorate in Kogi State. However, this is not limited to their demonstration or passion for their 

ethnic groups but, their quest for development, better life and justice.This further explains that 

raw ethnic sentiment can be said to exist minimally in the state, however the nature of ethnic 

sentiment is that guided by interest.  It is on this note that this work recommends the various 

roles the government, electorate and political parties are supposed to play to de-emphasize the 

role of ethnicity in the voting behavior of Kogi state electorate, these recommendations range 

from; making of laws to ensure distribution of state resources and rotation of power amongst all 

ethnic groups in the state, advise to electorate to vote only credible candidates, and political 

parties should properly screen their candidates and only present credible candidates for elections. 
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CHAPTER ONE  
INTRODUCTION  

 

1.1: Background to the Study 

Ethnicity entails solidarity and preference by a member of an ethnic group; it is usually 

sentimental and tends to alter oneôs objective reasoning. This sentiment is deeply emotional and 

usually forms the basis of mobilization that does not merely distinguish one ethnic group from 

the other, but instills ethnic rivalry which dehumanizes another ethnic group. Therefore, there is 

the tendency for politicians and political actors in Africa to resort to primordial sentiments such 

as ethnicity in order to canvass for political support during electoral politics. This is evident and 

prevalent in developing democracies like Nigeria with a complex, heterogeneous socio-cultural 

composition. This is so because ethnicity is still one major factor that bonds people together in 

most developing and heterogeneous societies. 

Although elections were used in Ancient Greece (Athens), and the Roman empire, in the 

selection of popes, the origin of election in the contemporary world lies in the gradual emergence 

of representative government in Europe and North America beginning in the 17th century. Today 

election is widespread around the world. It is a popular and the most accepted mode of 

leadership succession, because even other undemocratic systems of government like the 

monarchy and autocracy have brought in some forms of elections so as to gain some level of 

legitimacy from their people (Shively, 1997: 179). Considering the importance of elections in 

any political community, which is giving legitimacy to its leaders, different governments of the 

world as well as political leaders have been advancing different modes of conducting election. 

This is why it is generally argued that the merit of any kind of election lies in its provision that 

https://www.britannica.com/topic/government
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allows the electorate to freely decide their choice, based on their rational judgment of the various 

options of candidates presented to them in the election (Eulau, 2011). 

On the 27
th
 August 1991, the then Head of State Gen. Ibrahim Babangida deemed it necessary to 

create Kogi state in his quest to see to the plights of the minorities in the country. Kogi State is 

one of the states in Nigeria with multiple ethnic groups that have had its own share of ethnic 

rivalry in its politics. Therefore, there is the tendency that ethnic sentiment will most often be in 

display amongst both the leaders and the masses. This sentiment has affected the quality of 

governance in the State. Voting is no longer based on rationality solely, but on the contrary 

ethnic sentiment (Ocheja, 2010). The State has been multi-ethnic in nature since its creation in 

1991 and has conducted five gubernatorial elections in 1999, 2003, 2008, 2011 and 2015. Even 

the inconclusive gubernatorial election of 2015 still had Prince AuduAbubakar, in the lead with 

240,867 votes with his closest runner up, the Peoples Democratic Party (PDP) candidate, Capt. 

Idriswada with 199,514 votes. Audu however died before the election was concluded, 

consequently leading to his being replaced by his party with an Ebira in the person of 

AlhajiYahaya Bello who was later declared winner after supplementary polls (INEC, 2015). 

The often emergence of Igalas as governor in most of the elections conducted since the stateôs 

creation, explains the nature of rivalry among the other ethnic groups in their quest to capture 

state power. However, Ake, (1992) has observed that voting behaviour can be influenced by 

different factors among which are: religion, ethnicity, race, age, sex, level of education, money, 

party manifestoes, profession etc. This simply means that a voter in some cases can consider the 

gender of a candidate before voting, while in other cases he/she might consider the profession, 

age, religion, ethnicity or moral integrity of the candidate before voting. This implies that the 
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electorate voting behaviour is simply not static but rather dynamic and a result of their 

immediate biases, prejudice, sentiments, as well as interest at stake in the unfolding politics. 

Generally, human beingsô behaviour is quite complex and dynamic because oneôs preferences, 

needs and wants keep changing, and so do oneôs behaviour, depending on oneôs current 

preferences. This explains peopleôs bias and sentiment expressed in their decision making. 

Therefore, voting behaviour which entails the way and manner in which electorate behave; most 

especially in their choice of candidates during elections has to be carefully studied. This 

understanding will help us with comprehensive explanation as to the role ethnicity played in the 

2008 and 2011 gubernatorial elections in Kogi State. This is because Kogi State, being multi-

ethnic in nature, is characterized by the tendency of the various ethnic groups to constantly 

struggle to capture state power so as to appropriate the limited resources of the State in favour of 

their ethnic groups. This quest for political power by all ethnic groups tends to bring about an 

ethnic dichotomy, which makes the different peoples see themselves differently on the basis of 

their ethnic identity, and usually results into political conflict (Attah, 2009). 

1.2: Statement of the Research Problem 

This study is an investigation of the influence of ethnicity on the voting behaviourof the Kogi 

state electorate in the 2008 and 2011 gubernatorial elections in order to determine the voting 

pattern of the people during elections. The voting pattern of people in elections is a very 

important aspect of their political culture or behavioural pattern towards politics. Every political 

environment, including that ofKogi state, provides within its context one or more peculiar factors 

that underscore the behaviour of people in elections, and understanding these factors will give us 

better understanding of the nature of elections and politics in that political environment. One of 

such is ethnicity, which refers to ña social phenomenon associated with the identity of members 
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of the largest possible competing communal groups (ethnic groups) seeking to protect and 

advance their interest in the political systemò (Nnoli, 2008). 

Kogi state is a heterogeneous state made up of over ten ethnic groups; among which the three 

major ethnic groups are the Igalas, Ebiras and the Okuns, however, other ethnic groups 

include;Nupe,Ogori, Bassa, Oworo, Kakanda, Gwari, Eggan amongst others. The three major 

ethnic groups constitute over 70% of the state population, while the other minority ethnic groups 

constitute less than30% of the state population. The most dominant ethnic group in the state; the 

Igalas have about 45% of the state population located in the eastern part of the state with their 

presence in nine local governments, while the Ebiras constitute about 25% of the state 

population, located in the central part of the state, with their presence in four local government 

areas. The Okuns constitute about 20% of the state population, located in the western part of the 

state, with their presence in four local governments(NPC, 2006). 

The ethnic configuration in Kogi state has repeatedly provided a significant, determinant factor 

in the stateôs politics as seen in candidate selection, party dominance, political and election 

related crises and election outcomes, among others. This factor is not only established in existing 

literatures, but also finds relative expressions in the media. However, existing literature has not 

sufficiently explained the nexus between ethnicity and voting behaviour of Kogi state electorate 

during elections. This study therefore investigates the extent to which ethnic affiliation of the 

electorate inKogi state influenced their political choices during the 2008 and 2011 gubernatorial 

elections, in order to ascertain if there is any discernible pattern that can give better 

understanding of the stateôs politics. 
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1.3: Research Questions 

The research questions of this study are: 

i. What role did ethnicity play in determining the voting behaviour of Kogi State electorate 

in the 2008 and 2011 gubernatorial elections? 

ii.  What other factors played significant roles in influencing the voting behaviour of Kogi 

State electorate during these periods? 

iii.  What are the effects of ethnicity on the voting behaviour of Kogi state electorate? 

1.4: Research Objectives 

The objectives of this research are: 

i. To determine the role ethnicity played in determining the voting behaviour of the 

electorate in the 2008 and 2011 gubernatorial elections of Kogi State. 

ii.  To identify other possible factorsthat are significant in determining the voting behaviour 

of Kogi State electorate. 

iii.  To identify the effects of primordial sentiment in the voting behaviour of the Kogi State 

electorate. 

1.5: Research Assumptions 

The research assumptions of the study are: 

i. Ethnic sentiment is the major factor that influences the voting behaviour of  Kogi state 

electorate. 

ii.  Ethnic sentiment in voting behaviour adversely affects gubernatorial elections in Kogi 

state between 2008 and 2011. 
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iii.  The voting pattern in the 2008 and 2011 gubernatorial elections in Kogi State was based 

on ethnic sentiment. 

1.6: Research Significance 

Many researches have been conducted on the topic ethnicity as well as voting behaviour, 

however there still exist some gap in knowledge with regard the role ethnicity played in the Kogi 

state 2008 and 2011 gubernatorial elections. This work serves as a reference material for 

researchers in understanding the nature of voting behaviour in a multiethnic state so as to be able 

to advance their study beyond the scope of this work. It also helps to educate both political 

scholars and other knowledge seekers of the public on the relationship between ethnicity and 

voting behaviour as well as the role ethnicity plays in shaping the voting behaviour of electorates 

in a multi ethnic set up like Kogi State. 

1.7: Research Methodology 

This section gives the methodology adopted for the study which comprises of the systematic way 

in which data was collected, analysed and interpreted. 

1.7.1: Research Design 

The research design or strategy for conducting this study is based on survey research, using the 

exploratory method. This method the researcher believes reveals useful information within a 

short period of time. The purpose of this method is to discover meaning in the data collected so 

that facts and events could be better understood, interpreted and explained. 

1.7.2:  Method of Data Collection 

Relevant data for the study were gathered through two main sources; the primary and the 

secondary. 
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The primary data have been collected through the administration of questionnaire. 

1.7.3: Questionnaire 

In order to arrive at a proportionate sample size in the administration of copies of the 

questionnaire, this work adopted the Yamaneôs simplified formula ὲ=
ὔ

1+ὔὩ2 which was used 

to arrive at a proportionate sample size which reflected the true nature of the entire population 

size with minimal error (Creative Research System, 2006).  

This research considered a 92% confidence level, and an 8 percent error level, ie; P=±8 in the 

calculation of its sample size. 

ὲ=
ὔ

1 + ὔὩ2
 

Where:    

 n= Sample Size 

 N= Population Size 

 e= level of precision ie±8(0.08) 

ὲ=
165876

1 + 165876(0.08)
 

ὲ=
165876

1061.6128
 

ὲ= 156.249058 

ὲ= 156 
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Applying the above formula a sample size of 156 electorate (Nigerians residing in these selected 

areas of ages 18years and above) was arrived at. Therefore, 52 questionnaires were administered 

in each of the 3 Local Government Areas; 

Table 1.1: Distribution of Questionnaires 

LGAs Wards Number of 

questionnaires per ward 

Remainder 

OKEHI 11 4 9 

KABBA/BANU  15 3 8 

IDAH 10 5 3 

Source: Field work, 2014 

Copies of the questionnaire were randomly administered as showed in the Table 1.1: Okehi LGA 

which has 11 wards was administered four (4) questionnaires per ward, giving a total leftover of 

nine (9) questionnaires which were administered to the wards with the highest number of 

registered voters. Also, in Kabba/Banu LGA three (3) questionnaires were administered to each 

of the 15 wards given a leftover of nine (8) questionnaires which was later administered to the 

wards with the highest number of registered voters. Finally, in Idah LGA five (5) questionnaires 

were administered to each of the 10 wards thereby giving a remainder of three (3) questionnaires 

which were administered to the wards with the highest number of registered voters. 

1.7.4: Sampling Procedure 

Kogi State is multiethnic in nature and also divided into three senatorial areas each representing 

one among the three major ethnic groups of the state. As such, one Local Government Area 

(LGA) was picked at random using the ballot sampling from each senatorial district to represent 

the area. That is, Okehi to represent Kogi Central, Idah representing Kogi East and Kabba 

representing Kogi West. These Local Governments had their 2008 and 2011 gubernatorial 
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election results analysed. The wards of the three selected local governments in the wards were 

randomly administered 156 questionnaires.  

1.7.5: Secondary Data 

The secondary data were collected from books, journals, newspapers, INEC Electoral results, 

NPC census results; this was used to compliment the primary sources in order to facilitate 

quantitative, qualitative and descriptive analysis of the subject matter. 

1.7.6: Population and Sample Size of the study 

Kogi State has a total population of 3,314,043 in the 2006 National Census from the 21 LGAs 

with a total number of 1,325,272 registered voters. Therefore, to get a proportionate sample size, 

one LGA was selected at random from each of the three Senatorial districts of the state, which 

also represent the three major ethnic groups in the State, which are; the Igala, Okun andEbira 

representing Kogi East, Kogi West and Kogi Central respectively. Okehi LGA from the central 

part of the state representing the Ebira ethnic group has a population of 223,574 with 67,619 

registered voters, while Kabba/Banu LGA has a population of 144,579 with 53,870 registered 

voters, and finally, Idah LGA has a population of 79,755 with a total of 44,397 registered voters. 

Therefore we considered a total of 165,876 registered voters from the three selected LGAs as our 

population size (INEC & NPC). 

1.7.7: Sampling Technique 

Due to the nature of the research problem the stratification of local governments in the state in 

senatorial zones was adopted. One local government was selected at random from the three 

strata. The three selected local governments selected using the ballot random sampling technique 
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were Idah, Okehi, and Kabba. The copies of questionnaire were administered using the random 

sampling technique. 

1.7.8: Target Population 

The survey was conducted across different strata in our scope of study irrespective of educational 

qualification, income, occupation, sex, religion; however they must be eligible voters of ages 18 

and above. 

1.7.9: Hiring o f Research Assistant 

A research assistant was used in the three selected Local Government Areas to assist illiterate 

respondents fill the questionnaires.  

1.7.10: Method of Data Presentation and Analysis 

For the purpose of proper analysis, descriptive statistic was employed in presenting and 

analyzing the data collected. This involves the use of tables, charts, frequency distribution and 

percentages for analytical discussions. 

1.8: Scope and Limitation s of the study 

This study covers three (3) out of the 21 LGAs of Kogi State. These three (3) LGAs were chosen 

using a simple ballot technique from the three senatorial areas of the State, namely Okehi (Kogi 

Central), Idah (Kogi East) and Kabba (Kogi West) so as to get diverse views of electorate in the 

state, particularly the views of the three major ethnic groups in Kogi State. Also, this study 

covers the voting behaviour of electorates in the 2008 and 2011 gubernatorial elections in the 

state. The selected LGAs above are also used for this analysis. 

This project was conducted within the period of one academic session. This research was based 

on a sample size representing the entire population of the Kogi State electorate, so that the views 
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and responses of these sampled respondents can be considered to be the views of the entire Kogi 

State electorate. However, standard sample size formula was adopted to arrive at a ±8/8% error. 

Also another limitation, the inability of illiterate respondents to read and give answers to the 

questionnaire, was overcome by using trained personnel with proficiency in the respondentsô 

local languages in questionnaire administration. 

1.9: Organization of Chapters 

This thesis is written in five chapters for the purpose of proper organization. The first chapter 

contains its Introduction, Research Problem, Research Questions, Research Objectives, Research 

Assumptions, Research Significance, Research Methodology, Scope and Limitations and 

Organization of Chapters,while Chapter Two reviewed basic and relevant literatures to the topic 

being researched upon and the Theoretical Framework,. Chapter Three familiarizes us with the 

study area. Chapter four presents, analyses, interpretation of data collected as well as discussion 

of major findings. While Chapter five wraps up the work with a Summary, Conclusion and 

Recommendations.  
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CHAPTER TWO  

LITERATURE REVIEW AND THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK  

 

2.1: Introduction  

 

This section consist the review of relevant literature thematically, as well as the application of 

theory to the study. 

2.2: The concept of Ethnic Group 

Ethnic group as a social science concept is quite relative mainly because the factors that bound 

people together as members of an ethnic group differ from one part of the world to another, 

though there might be some basic features applying to all. For instance, among the Arabs in the 

Middle Eastern part of Asia, the Germans, and Italians in Europe, religion is a major factor to 

consider in ethnic groups, while in African ethnic groups emphasis is on spoken languages, 

culture and ancestral history. Ethnic groups have been conceptualized by different scholars from 

their different viewpoints. Brass (1991) defines an ethnic group as any group which is defined by 

race, religion or defined origin or some combination of these categories. This definition is of 

limited utility when a state like Nigeria is being studied. This is because, according to De 

Vosetôal (1975), Nnoli (1978) Ake (1992) amongst others, they are of the opinion that ethnic 

group in Nigeria is more defined by groups sharing either the same or similar culture, language 

and history. In Nigeria, the sense of identification with an ethnic group includes; territorial 

borders, language, tradition, cultural ancestral origin and religion, among others. 

Osaghae (1994) defines an ethnic group as a group whose members share a unique social and 

cultural heritage, passed from one generation to another. According to him, ethnic groups are 

frequently identified by either the same or similar patterns of family life, language, religion or 

other customs which cause them to be differentiated from others. In an attempt to adopt a holistic 

view of the concept, De Vosetôal. (1975) defines an ethnic group as ñconsisting of interacting 
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members, who define themselves as belonging to a named or labelled social group with whose 

interest they identify, and they manifest certain aspects of a unique culture while constituting a 

part of a wider societyò. This definition is quite encompassing because it emphasizes a 

nationalistic spirit. That is, these people put forth their groupôs interest in interacting with other 

ethnic groups, and they accept each other as members of their ethnic group with the same 

destiny. 

It is imperative to know how ethnic groups came into existence. Ake, (1992) had shed some light 

into how ethnic groups came into existence. According to him, in some cases they are creations 

of political elites in their attempt to get access to political power and in some other cases like that 

of Africa, they were creations of the colonial masters through their divide and rule strategy in 

their art of governance: 

However ethnic groups may come into being - through the 

cynicism of political elites seeking easy strategies of power, the 

stupidity or machinations of colonial administrators, the 

contradictions of a predatory post-colonial state, or through the 

survival strategies of ordinary people threatened by violent 

repression and exploitation (Ake, 1992:4). 

Furthermore, De Vosetôal (1975) sees ethnic groupñas religious beliefs and practices, languages, 

ethnic traits, backgrounds, allegiance, or associationò. It is clear from this point of view that 

ethnic groups entails any group of people who share cultural tradition in common, have accepted 

each other as of the same background as well as origin and most importantly, they share support 

for their cultural tradition which serves as their unifying factor. The above view is usually 

associated with the literal meaning of the concept. However, within the social context of the 

word as it is used in the world of politics, ethnic group is seen as a social phenomenon associated 

with interactions among members of different ethnic groups. These ethnic groups are social 
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formations distinguished by the communal character of their boundary. The relevant communal 

factors may be language, culture or both. In Africa, language has clearly been the most crucial 

variable. This view emphasizes its members as being proud of their identity and consequently as 

inward looking which expresses their sentiment. This sentiment is usually expressed in their 

behaviour which is conflicting in relation to other ethnic groups. Therefore, conflicts are 

inevitable under condition of interethnic competition for scarce valuable resources, particularly 

in societies where inequality is accepted as natural and wealth is greatly esteemed (Nnoli, 2008). 

2.3: Concept of Ethnicity  

Ethnicity implies a conflicting and competitive relationship between ethnic groups that happen to 

come in contact. In addressing ethnicity, Nnoli (1978) began by eliciting the possible conditions 

that give rise to ethnicity. In his opinion, ethnicity arises when two or more ethnic groups come 

together or are brought together in one political union or society. Usually when two or more 

ethnic groups interact, ethnocentrism is exhibited by each of them. Ethnocentrism can be said to 

be the harmless stage or the budding stage of ethnicity. The attributes of ethnocentrism are 

limited to beliefs, group identity, parochial orientation and group pride. It is a universal 

phenomenon that one often judges people of other ethnic groups subjectively using oneôs own 

ethnic values or expectations as the standard for assessing others. Its essence is to stress the 

loyalty, pride and devotion to oneôs ethnic group. He continued by saying that ethnicity exists 

only within a political society consisting of diverse ethnic groups. When there are no more than 

ethnic group in a society as in the case a situation its relations with other groups and societies are 

characterized by nationalism. According to him, ñEthnicity is a social phenomenon associated 

with the identity of members of the largest possible competing communal groups (ethnic groups) 

seeking to protect and advance their interest in the political systemò (Nnoli, 1978).  
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By this view it is imperative to note that ethnicity is a sentiment which only exists when 

members of an ethnic group seek advantage or benefits for its group relative to what another 

group is seemingly enjoying, and also an instrument for political agitation and it is mostly 

pronounced among the major ethnic groups of any political system. This is so because they are 

the major players in the struggle for political power. Since the smaller ethnic groups cannot 

withstand the competition due to their numerical strength, they just align their ethnic groupsô 

interest to one of the major ethnic groups so as to be relevant in the political system. 

From another point of view, ethnicity applies to the consciousness of belonging to, identifying 

with, and being loyal to a social group distinguished by shared cultural traditions, a common 

language, in-group sentiment and self-identity (Omu, 1996). Ethnicity is also seen as a 

community of people who have the conviction that they have a common identity and common 

fate based on issues of origin, kinship, ties, traditions, cultural uniqueness, a shared history and 

possibly language. In this sense an ethnic group is just like the imagined community of the 

nation while ethnicity focuses more on sentiments of origin and descent, rather than the 

geographical consideration of the nation (Thomson, 2000). In summary, it is the deliberate and 

consciousness of tracing of oneôs identity to a particular ethnic group and allowing such feeling 

to determine the way one relates with people and things. 

2.4: Ethnicity i n Nigeria 

The term ethnicity is sometimes used interchangeably with ethnic nationalism. Ethnic 

nationalism is a stronger or extreme form of ethnicity. While ethnicity is pursued within the 

framework of a state, ethnic nationalism seeks for attainment of sovereignty or statehood for an 

ethnic group. Both terms are applicable to the Nigerian situation as various ethnic groups have at 

one time or the other expressed their desire for independence from the Federation. Notably 
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among these quests is the attempted secession by the Igbos from Nigeria to form the Republic of 

Biafra, which resulted to the Nigeria Civil War from 1967 to 1970. Ethnicity is that sentiment 

which believes in the course of the ethnic group, this is usually aggressive in its competitive 

drive. This attitude, in its manifestation, generally underrates other ethnic groups and even sees 

them as inferior. The ethnic group comes first in the mind of an ethnic nationalist in considering 

national issues and is bent on doing anything possible for the advancement of the ethnic group 

undermining the state. 

The effects of ethnicity on the development of Nigeria have remained unabated even after fifty-

five years of political independence and the struggle for the attainment of national integration 

and unity. This situation has in recent years assumed a more precarious and dangerous 

dimension. In Nigeria, ethnicity is apparently experienced in every facet of our national life, and 

has also been blamed for the many woes that have befallen the state. Problems such as electoral 

malpractice and inability to practice democratic governance have their basis to a large extent in 

ethnicity. Military incursion into politics is seen in some cases to be ethnically motivated. 

Another example is the issue of national census in Nigeria, which has never been successfully 

conducted without reports of widespread malpractices and protests from various parts of the 

country. These acts are largely perpetuated in the name of the ethnic groups, just as the 

phenomenon of ethnicity cannot be said to be peculiar to our country. Rather it is widespread and 

every ethnic group in Nigeria is guilty of it in various ways and in varying degrees. Ethnicity has 

earned us unforgettable and bitter experience such as bloodbath of the thirty months of the civil 

war and other civil unrests; these have had a heavy toll on human lives. 
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The study of ethnicity in Nigeria dates from the colonial era. Ethnicity became very visible first 

with the tripartite struggle between the elite of the three major ethnic groups. Each of these ethic 

groups commanded a preponderance of population over other ethnic groups in each of the then 

three regions. The regional dominance led to agitations from the ethnic minorities in these 

regions for separate states of their own. Prior to independence, the competition was no longer 

just between the three ethnic groups of the Hausa-Fulani of the Northern Region, Yoruba of the 

Western Region and the Igbo of the Eastern Region. The minority ethnic groups in each of the 

regions also began to perceive members of the majority ethnic groups as their enemies, hence the 

early cry for separate regions just before independence because the three existing regions were 

seen as belonging to the majority groups. This cry of marginalization led the colonial 

government to set up a minorityôs commission to look into their plights (Coleman, 1958).  

From the above it is clear that ethnicity and its other related issues have been under investigation 

long before independence. The adoption of a multi-party system saw the proliferation of parties 

to the extent that there were eleven political parties in the country between 1951 and 1966, all 

exhibiting strong ethnic postures. The Action Group(AG) was dominant among the people of the 

west, while the Northern Peoplesô Congress(NPC) was highly celebrated in the north, in the 

same light, the National Council of the Nigeria and the Cameroons (NCNC) was highly 

recognized as the party of the Igboôs in the east. However, these major political parties had to 

form alliances with parties outside their regions so as to be able to capture federal power. The 

government that emerged at the centre after 1959 election was a coalition of NPC and NCNC 

because no political party had the required majority. 

The major fear usually in a state like Nigeria is that of ethnic domination as well as repression, 

which usually results into ethnic conflict in the process of governance. It is in the light of this 
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problem that the British colonial authority recognized the ethnic diversity of Nigeria and, worked 

out an all inclusive federal system of government where state power was given to the various 

regions in existence at independence (Fafowora, 2011).  

According to Nnoli (1978), ethnicity still remains a very strong force for political and social 

agitation in contemporary Nigeria. Political elites resort to them to get attention so as to canvass 

for political support for either their community or personal interest. This is just to say that 

ethnicity has presently become a tool used by most political elites to capture political power. He 

presents his view as: 

éexpressed sentiment in an atmosphere of extreme socioeconomic 

competition and political scarcity prevailing in Nigeria. To him, 

few members of the privileged class are confident enough of their 

ability to survive. Most prefer the security of being able to rely on 

exploiting ethnic preferences if possible. He further argues that the 

ubiquitous malaise of ethnicity had infected all facets of 

communication. In the process of socialization, ethnicity has 

become internalized and increased. Consequently, the ethnic factor 

assumed a self fulfilling and sustaining dynamics of its own which 

daily reinforced the individuals internalized ethnic sentiments. The 

persistence and growth of ethnicity in Nigeria had become 

inevitable (Nnoli, 1978:63). 

In the light of the above excerpt, it could be argued that ethnicity still plays a very important role 

in the determination of everyday socio-political and economic interaction among Nigerians. This 

is so because, according to Nnoli (1978), most Nigerians irrespective of their social class rely on 

the exploitation of their social sentiment to achieve result in the midst of competition. Chinua 

Achebe (1983) describes the role of ethnicity in the life of a Nigerian as: ñA Nigerian child 

seeking admission into a federal school: a student wishing to enter a university; a graduate 

seeking employment in the public service; a businessmen tendering for contract will fill a form 

which requires him to confess his tribe.ò  
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From the above discussions, it is clear that the role of ethnicity in Nigeria can still not be over 

emphasized. To some certain extent, the success and failure of a person can still be decided by 

his or her ethnic group. This is so because there exists a federal character in Nigerian selection 

process, this process do no solely considers merit as its option, it also considers region which 

usually in most cases boils down to ethnic groups. This criterion is used in giving students 

admission in public schools, allocation of federal government projects as well as appointments. 

2.5: Effects of Ethnicity  on Nigerian Society 

Some scholars like Achebe (1983), Calhoun (1993), Coleman (1958), Osinubietôal (2006), 

among others have made their submissions with regard the various degree of damages ethnicity 

have brought in their various socio-political communities. They conclude that ethnicity brings 

along with it problems accompanying its benefits. They therefore see ethnicity as that 

sentimental feeling which usually brings about a biased judgment of issues devoid of objectivity. 

This has been seen as a big problem hindering most developing nations from developing. 

According to Calhoun, (1993), ñNeither nationalism nor ethnicity is vanishing as part of an 

obsolete traditional order. Both are part of a modern set of categorical identities invoked by elites 

and other participants in political and social struggles.ò It could be seen that elites, when seeking 

political or social advantages among the masses, will invoke the ethnic bias or sentiment as an 

instrument to have an edge over their opponents.  This use of ethnicity is negative and most 

capable of retarding the development of a state. 

Furthermore, the ethnic divide of a multi ethnic state like Nigeria is the major determinant of its 

choice of federal system of government to carry all sections of the diverse ethnic groups along in 

governance. However, most a times there is usually this high level of irrationality in the sighting 

of development projects in some regions just in an attempt to please all. For instance, the current 
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policy by the Federal Government of Nigeria to see to the existence of at least one federal 

university in all states of the Federation is indeed a laudable one however; there are states that at 

the moment, universities might not be their topmost development priority. In essence therefore 

the aim of creating these universities is aimed at primarily pleasing and carrying along the 

various states in the Federation. 

Ethnicity has also brought some level of conflicts. This happens as a result of interethnic 

relations either through their socio-political or economic interactions thereby leaving one party 

aggrieved. Therefore, in an attempt to seek justice extra-judicially usually result in conflict. 

According to Osinubiet al. (2006): 

...ethnic consciousness and conflict occur when groups feel 

threatened with loss of previously acquired privilege, or conversely 

feel that it is an opportune moment politically to overcome a 

longstanding denial of privilege. He said, the mechanisms and 

machinations through which these groups advance their aims is 

what cause ethnic tensions and conflicts. To him, the present 

manifestation of ethnicity in Africa is an elite and class 

phenomenon where one communityôs elites feel excluded by 

another from control of economic and political power. They then 

indoctrinate members of their ethnicity to believe that this is a 

conspiracy by a whole community against another, which should 

be violently resisted (Osinubi, 2006). 

Therefore, we can see that it is in an attempt by the ethnic groups to resist either the alleged or 

actual conspiracy that bring about most inter ethnic conflict. The level of frequency of this kind 

of conflict among multitudes of ethnic groups within the state is capable of threatening their 

national unity and harmony. 

However, other scholars have expressed their contrary views about ethnicity. According to Nnoli 

(1995):ñéethnicity holds individual together, gives them internal cohesion, encourages them to 

provide natural security for each other and promotes their sense of identity and direction. To 
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him, ethnicity offers a personal solution to the problems of exploitation, oppressions, deprivation 

and alienation.ò 

Furthermore, scholars like Claude Ake (1992) have made series of arguments with regards to the 

flexible nature of ethnicity. He argues that it is difficult to just conclude what ethnicity stands 

for. He went further to say that ethnicity can bring about the objectivity as well as subjectivity 

among its members depending on how it is manipulated. Therefore, ethnicity is like a tool in the 

hands of humans, it can be used to achieve both positive and negative goals. He also makes us 

understand that ethnicity has a beginning and will also have an end: 

Nonetheless, ethnicity is not a fossilized determination but a living 

presence produced and driven by material and historical forces. It 

begins, becomes and passes away. It can only be understood and 

interpreted through the complex dialectics of its being, dissolution 

and reconstitutionéthe reality is that they are. Not only are they 

real, they are also rational. Ethnicity is functional for the politician 

who wants to survive or to conceal exploitative practices by 

building solidarities across class lines. Many ordinary people who 

give their primary loyalty to the local community or the ethnic 

group do so for very good reasons. For ethnic groups are often the 

major engine of development in rural Africa and the closest thing 

in existence to a social welfare organization. Therefore, if ethnicity 

is held to be a problem, one may well ask, problem for whom? Or, 

problem for what?(Ake, 1992:1). 

Having discussed the concept of ethnicity extensively, it is imperative to note that it represents a 

bias, sentiment or prejudice which have the capacity of influencing a personôs decision. It 

generally tends to suppress rational sense of objectivity of a person in doing things, thereby 

bringing in ethnic sentiment and most often result in nepotism which does not promote political 

development and integration. 

2.6: Nature of Voting Behaviour 
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Voting behaviour as a social science concept has been studied by different scholars with the aim 

of understanding the behaviour of the electorate in their different political systems. They try to 

understand those factors that influence the electorateôs choices. They study social classes, 

ethnicity, gender, sex, age, religion and affiliation to political parties among others. They have 

studied these variables and have come out with various explanations of how these variables tend 

to influence the choices of electorate.  

Voting behaviour is basically perceived as the way and manner in which electorate vote during 

elections of any sort ï whether plebiscite, referendum or ballot elections. This act of voting is 

however influenced by numerous factors. In an attempt to understand voting behaviour as a 

political phenomenon, logical approaches will be adopted to analyze the concepts. Andrainet al. 

(1995) adopted two competing approaches contending for relevance as the most efficient 

framework for explaining why electorate vote for certain candidates and political parties over 

alternatives. The two approaches are the Neo Classical Public Choice Approach and the Rational 

Choice Structuralist Approach. 

2.6.1: Neo Classical Public Choice Approach 

This approach, otherwise known as the rational choice theory, is the economic model of voting 

and school of Rochester. Major works supporting this theory are in An Economic Theory of 

Democracy by Anthony Downs (1957), To Vote or Not to Vote by Blais A. (2000) and 

Pathologies of Rationale Choice Theory by Green, D.P. and Shapiro I. (1994). Other proponents 

are James Buchanan (2001), Gordon Tullock (2001), William Riker (1982), Peter Ordeshook 

(1986), and Dennis Mueller (1996). They believe that individuals are motivated to vote mainly 

by their economic self interest. They further seek personal advantages from government policies 
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and choose those candidates/political parties that will supply desired concrete benefits (Andrain, 

1995). 

The proponents of the theory make three closely related assumptions about electoral behaviour. 

First, they centre their analysis on individuals not groups, institutions or society. The idea here is 

that individuals retain extensive independence to make their choice, free of cultural and 

structural constrain, and that society is an aggregate of interacting individuals, not a holistic 

entity that shapes personal voting decisions (Andrainet al.,1995). Second, individuals act 

rationally in political life. Their actions are prudential, calculating, utilitarian, and strategic. For 

public choice theorists, rationality means an instrumental orientation. The individual has the 

motivation and the cognitive capacity to seek efficient means to attain his needs. Rational 

behaviour occurs when individuals can clearly rank their goals in order of priority, especially 

concrete tangible benefits. For example, many rational voters expect government officials to 

place highest priority on low taxes, regard increased expenditures for public education as less 

important, and rank foreign aids to other countries at the bottom of policy priority. Rational 

voters can also identify options to achieve their goals. They can accurately estimate the cost and 

benefit of each option, evaluating each alternative for its feasibility and desirability. This 

assumption implies that the voters have accurate, complete information about the policy 

positions taken by preferred candidates. 

Finally, they assume that voters maximize their utility, so that benefit exceeds cost. An 

individualôs electoral decision stem from his value probability of realizing his preferences based 

on candidates and/or political party policy stand congruent with his own position. This approach 

is based on the cost benefit analysis. That is an electorate will only consider going through the 

stress of voting only because he/she has something to gain from voting. For instance, considering 
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a hike in property tax by a government, property owners will go through the stress of voting so 

as to change the government as against those who just rent these properties (Cord, 2010). 

2.6.2: Rational Choice Structuralist Approach 

This approach is also referred to as the sociological model of voting behaviour. Major works on 

this theory are The Peopleôs Choice by Lazarsfed, Berelson, and Gaudet (1944), Voting by 

Berelson, Lazarsfed, and McPhee (1954), and Personal Influence by Katz and Lazarsfed (1955). 

Most of these studies were carried out in the United States. The rationalist choice structuralist 

(RCS) approach relies on sociological concepts such as values, norms and structures to explain 

voting behaviour. Other proponents to this theory are George Homans (1950), Michael Hechter 

(2009), Karl-Dieter Opp (2009), Aaron Wildavsky (1997), Dennis Chongi (1997) and Daniel 

Little (1998). This perspective assumes that cultural beliefs (values, norms) and socio-political 

structures influence voting intentions. This approach also acknowledges the fact that people do 

not just vote because of their personal interest or benefits, rather they consider the interest of the 

whole, that is, the community, religion, or cultural community the belong (Antunes, 2008). 

This approach offers a more empirically valid analysis of electoral participation than the neo 

classical economic perspective. This is because it takes into cognizance those sociological 

factors of values like culture, religion, ethnicity etc which affects human behaviour as against the 

rational decisions of the neo classical economic perspective. Even if less parsimonious, the RCS 

theories posit a more complex understanding of the interaction among goals, means, and 

outcomes. Andrainet al. (1995) put it thus: ñRather than seeking their private interest, individuals 

also have concern for the well being of other people. Even though individuals play an active role 

processing political information and evaluating perceived alternatives, their decisions are 

scarcely autonomous.ò  
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From the above view we can see that the RCS theories are more flexible in accommodating the 

complex nature of voting behaviour as a sole product which possibly could have lots of 

influencing factors ranging from social, political and economic. 

2.7: Voting Behaviour of Britain Electorate 

Voting behaviour in this society is dynamic simply because it is believed that the people tend to 

reflect their rational interest which is often changing as the determinant of their choices during 

elections. As the demands of citizensô change, electorate begin to prefer political parties and/or 

candidates whose past records repose confidence in their ability to proffer solutions to these 

demands, it is on this ground that most electorate make their choices during elections. 

Voting behaviour is clearly correlated with a range of social variables, including social class, 

age, gender, religion, region, race and ethnicity. These social classes have significant influence 

on voting behaviour in the advanced democracies. They further posited that no matter the liberal 

or secular nature of an individual in any developed democracy, his/her voting behaviour is still 

influenced by certain preferences which becomes his bias and by implication affects his/her 

choice of electoral candidates or political parties in elections (Antunes, 2008). 

It is in the light of the above, this work adopts the Rational Choice Structuralist (RCS) approach 

with emphasis on social class as a factor influencing votersô behaviour during voting. Studies 

conducted by IPSOS MORI on the Britainôs 2005 and 2010 general election results, reveals the 

current relationship between social class and voting behaviour in their state. See table below. 

Social Class and Voting Behaviour 2010 [percentage change since 2005 are in brackets] 

IPSOS MORI Data 

Social class Conservative 

(%) 

Labour (%) Liberal 

Democrat (%) 

Others (%) 

AB middle class 1 39 [+2] 26[-2] 29[0] 7[+5] 
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C1 middle class 39 [+2] 28 [-4] 24[+1] 9[+4] 

C2 skilled working class 37[+4] 29[-11] 22[+3] 12[0] 

DE semi/unskilled 

working class 

31[+6] 40[-8] 17[-1] 12[+3] 

Excerpt by IPSOS MORI (2012) 

On the basis of these data, we may note the relationships between social class and voting 

behaviour in the 2010 general elections. Between 2005 and 2010 the swing to from Labour to 

Conservative was much smaller among the AB and C1 voters than among C2 and DE voters. 

Whereas Labour lost 2% of its AB support, it lost 11% of its C2 support and 8% of its DE 

support. Correspondingly the increase in conservative support was smaller among the AB voters 

[2%] and C1 voters [2%] than among C2 voters [4%] and DE voters [6%] 

Among social classes AB, C1 and C2 patterns of voting behaviour were similar. That is, among 

social classes AB, C1 and C2 class voting virtually disappeared in 2010 and the well known 

statement from Peter Pulzer (1967) in the 1960s that ñClass is the basis of British politics: all 

else is embellishment and detail,ò which had become decreasingly accurate since the 1970s 

certainly does not describe the patterns of voting behaviour which occurred in 2010. 

However, DE voters were still 9% more likely to vote Labour than to vote Conservative and this 

means that although the relationship between social class and voting behaviour did weaken 

considerably between 2005 and 2010 working class voters as a whole were still slightly more 

likely to vote Conservative than were middle class voters. However, this was a very far cry from 

the high point of class voting in the early 1950s.  

Ipsosmori(2012) had argued that voting behaviour can be analyzed and understood better if 

looking towards those long term processes of political socialization. They present their view as 

thus: 
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Voters had only limited knowledge and understanding of key 

political issues (of the early 1960s) éthey could not rarely 

describe in any detail the policy differences between the political 

parties; and their political opinions were often ideologically 

inconsistent in the sense that they could only rarely be combined 

into composite ideological positions which were recognizably ñleft 

wingò or ñright wingò or ñcentristò. Therefore for most but not all 

voters the voting decision could not be explained as an individual 

response to perceived differences in party politics. Instead voting 

decisions could be better explained via the influences of Long 

Term Social Structural factors ...that voters were heavily 

influenced by long term processes of political Socialization 

operative especially in the family but also in the work place and 

the wider community which presented that with generalized Broad 

images of the political parties. Thus Labour might be presented as 

the party of the disadvantaged, of the trade unions, of the working 

class of nationalization or of the welfare state while the 

Conservative party might be presented as the party of private 

enterprise, of private property and the nation as a whole (IPSOS 

MORI, 2012). 

From the above IPSOS MORIôs position, we can see their emphasis on the role of other 

sociological factors which are long term effects of political socialization not writing off the role 

of social class. These sociological factors include: age, gender, religion, ethnicity and family. All 

these mentioned factors contribute in the influence of voting behaviour, however in different 

degrees and relevance. 

Pulzer (1967) suggests that older voters were most likely to vote for the conservative party 

because they are more wedded to traditional values and attitudes and tend to belief that only the 

conservative is likely to safeguard their financial and personal security which are most important 

to them. While IPSOS MORI established the relationship between age and voting behaviour in 

terms of the different processes of political socialization affecting successive generations. For 

instance, people born within the 1900 would have grown up before a powerful Labour Party 

existed and might as a result have been socialized to vote Conservative or Liberal, rather than 

Labour. Also people born within the 1930s would have been reaching adulthood as at the time of 
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reforming   Labour governments of 1945-1951 and may have experienced processes of political 

socialization which will encourage them to vote Labour in the 1950s and 1960s when they were 

still relatively young, therefore the possibility is high that even in their old age they most likely 

will vote Labour than previous generations of older voters. 

In 2001, 18-24 years olds were more Pro-Conservative and less Pro-Labour than 25-34 year olds 

and voters of 55+ were increasingly likely to vote Conservative and decreasingly likely to vote 

Labour. In 2005 18-24 years old were again more likely than 25-34 year olds to vote 

Conservative and both age groups were equally likely to vote Labour. Again 35-54 year olds and 

voters 55+ were increasingly likely to vote Conservative and decreasingly likely to vote Labour. 

Also the 2010 election result shows that there is likelihood for voters to vote the Conservative 

party as the advance in age, 30% of voters aged 18-24 voted Conservative compared with 44% 

of voters 65+. In addition, the likelihood of voting Labour varied slightly with age but, 

interestingly, young people were considerably more likely to vote Liberal Democrat than voters 

aged 55+. The Liberal Democrat vote increased most among 18-24-year-old voters and 

particularly among 18-24-year-old women (IPSOS MORI, 2012).  

In addition to the above, voting Behaviour in the advanced democracies is usually affected by 

gender. Usually they vote to protect their rights as either male or female. Based on the 

Ipsosmoridata on gender, social class, and voting behaviour in 2010 as presented shows that 

males are relatively Pro-Conservative and Anti-Labour compared to their female counterpart. 

This is partly explained based on the ideology of the Labour party which favourôs the female 

struggle agitations. 

Furthermore, region is another factor which influences voting behaviour: 
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Voters in Scotland, Wales and Northerly regions of Great Britain 

have traditionally more likely to vote Labour than Conservative 

party because there have traditionally been larger percentages of 

working class voters in these areas and because in areas of high 

working class concentration the likelihood that working class 

voters will in fact vote Labour tends to be greater (IPSOS MORI, 

2012). 

This argument above is confirmed by results of the general Elections of 1997, 2001, 2005 and 

2010 which shows that the regions mentioned in the excerpt above which are dominated by the 

working class had voted in percentage more for the Labour party in all these elections than any 

other political party. 

Religion still remains a factor influencing voting behaviour in some parts of Great Britain. In 

Mainland Britain from the mid-19
th
 century until the early 20

th
 century when members of the 

Church of England and Catholics were especially likely to support the Conservative Party, while 

Nonconformist churches were more likely to support the Liberal party. Also in Ireland and 

certain key areas of Mainland Britain such as Liverpool and Glasgow where Catholics have 

fallen off sympathy with traditional Conservative governmentsô rejection of an independent 

united Ireland, the Protestants then supported the Conservative defence of an independent and 

protestant dominated Northern Ireland. 

Furthermore, in the 2005 general elections, there were greater than average declines in support 

for the Labour party in constituencies with large Muslim communities because of Muslim 

opposition to the Iraq war which may however have derived from religious affiliation. Labour 

lost Bethnal Green and Bow to the respected candidate George Gallowayôs (who had 

consistently opposed the Iraqi war) party as a result of the defection of Muslim voters. 
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Ethnicity and voting behaviour have a logical relationship in Britain from the Ipsosmori 

estimates of voting behaviour in the general election of 1997, the ethnic minority voters (both 

Asian and Black) were more likely than white voters to vote Labour and far less likely to vote 

Conservative in the general elections of 1997. However, these minorities can be found 

throughout the British class structure; people of Afro-Caribbean origin and Bangladeshi and 

Pakistani origin are represented disproportionately in the working class, are disproportionately 

likely to experience poverty and also are disproportionately likely to live in large conurbations 

where working class support for Labour is strongest. The discrepancy between Black and Asian 

voting can be explained at least to some extent by the more privileged situation of Indian voters 

relative to other ethnic minority voters. 

Nevertheless, in overall terms ethnic minority members in all social classes are more likely than 

white voters in the same social classes to vote Labour which suggests that ethnicity has an 

important independent effect on voting behaviour beyond what would be predicted solely by the 

consideration of the class situations of ethnic minority voters.  

 

 

 

2.8: Voting Behaviour of Nigerian Electorates 

Here we are going to see how and what gives shape to the voting behaviour of Nigerians. Those 

factors that give shape to their voting behaviour are so enormous therefore, for the purpose of 

convenience; we are going to classify them into Economic, Political and Social factors. 

2.8.1: Economic Factors 
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It is pertinent to note that, the necessary political campaign strategies as well as logistics require 

finances in most elections. The uses of finance to campaign in most developing democracies like 

Nigeria is even more capital intensive because some electorates are usually given incentives to 

persuade them to vote a political party or their flag bearer. Also most voters that display all sort 

of violence, intimidation of co-electorate, dual or multiple voting either before, during or after 

elections are usually being paid to indulge in these negative electoral vices. This argument can be 

seen in the view of Ojo (2006): 

The history of Nigeria politics is replete with money-bag politics. 

Although, there is hardly any country in the world where instances 

of bribery or political corruption are not present in their national 

politicsésince 1964/1965 western region elections to the 2007 

general elections there has hardly been any election conducted in 

Nigeria without associated cases of corrupt practice such as vote 

buying, ballot snatching, election rigging, election violence 

political and legislative lobbying etc. (Ojo, 2006). 

It is on this note that economic incentives have been analyzed as influencing the voting 

behaviour of Nigerians. This politics of economic incentives is very pronounced in Nigeria 

Electoral System as argued above due to corrupt practices by political office holders. That is why 

some electorates have given up on the credibility of politicians; therefore, they only give 

consideration to only those candidates who are willing to bargain for their votes. 

 

2.8.2: Political Factors 

The dynamic role played by political factors in influencing voting behaviour can be seen in two 

perspectives, from the role of the government, civil society, political parties and as well the 

effect of their activities on electorates. The government on its own makes electoral laws either 

through its National Assembly as well as its electoral agencies ï the Independent National 
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Electoral Commission (INEC) in the case of Nigeria. They make electoral laws which have 

direct impact on the voting behaviour of its citizens. For instance, the nature of electoral system: 

either Open or Secret Ballot System will to a large extent impact on its citizens voting behaviour. 

While in a Secret Ballot System, electorate will freely and conveniently cast their votes for the 

political party or candidates of their choice without fear of offending opposition rivals. In an 

Open Ballot System, only the brave voters are confident enough to cast their vote in the light of 

the public, otherwise the weak and fearful ones might do otherwise voting for the party or 

candidate with greater coercive ability or totally boycott the elections completely. 

Furthermore, the security atmosphere on the Election Day is also very important. If security is 

beefed along side with a Secret Ballot System, the electorate will be more confident in casting 

their votes for their intended political parties or candidates in an election, but if otherwise they 

will vote to please the crowd with the bulk of supporters. The above view is captured by Jose G. 

Anon in his book John Stuart Millôs Liberalism on Diversity and Cultural Conflicts (2004) as:  

éthe voters are under an absolute moral obligation to consider the 

interest of the public, not his private advantage, and give his vote 

to the best of his judgmentéthis been admitted, it is at least a 

prima facie consequence, that the duty of voting, like any other 

public duty, should be performed under the eye and criticism of the 

public; everyone of whom has not only an interest in its 

performance, but a good title to consider himself wronged if it is 

preformed otherwise than honesty and carefully (Anon, 2004). 

From the above, John Stuart Millôs view voting should be done in an ideal situation subject to 

mass criticism. On the basis of this view, the voting behaviour of the bulk of electorate will be 

influenced by the general societal view about political parties or candidates thereby influencing 

electorate voting behaviour to align with general societal view. However, this practice is not so 

common in Nigeria, but in situations of plebiscite and referendum conducted on basic issues 
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which most times are usually open, then we see votersô behaviour mostly aligning to public view 

and not theirs just to please the public. 

Furthermore, the activities of political parties, their logos, mottos and affiliation play a great role 

not leaving out their use of propaganda. Most political parties in Nigeria usually resort to the use 

of propaganda to reduce the competence and credibility of their rival political parties as well as 

its representatives. For instance, the last Peoples Democratic Partyôs convention of 2011 which 

led to the Goodluck Jonathan/NamadiSambo presidential tickets was criticized by rival political 

parties for its lack of transparency and merit, due to alleged rigging and general undemocratic 

claims. This was done by the rival political parties to set some of the partyôs loyalist into 

dilemma and have a rethink to embrace the option of their political parties. They also present 

juicy manifesto and party ideology which sometimes influence electorate who tend to believe in 

their programs. All these activities by political parties usually to a large extent contribute in 

giving shape to the electorate voting behaviour. 

In addition, Civil Societies, Non-Governmental Organizations (NGOs) and political analyst in 

carrying out their activities do raise critical issues of great importance. They either give credit or 

apportion blame to the activities of political parties and their representatives in government. 

They analyze their role in policy making and execution which had certain impact on the society. 

These activities are capable of encouraging support in cases of merit and discourage support 

where blame is given thereby affecting the voting behaviour of electorate in elections to come. 

2.8.3: Social Factors 

The roles social factors play in the determinant of voting behaviour have been described by some 

political scientist as the most significant. This is because these factors generally influence mansô 
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behaviour in their socialization process. Electorates do not grow in isolation; they are social 

beings and grow in different types of societies which predominantly have cherished values in 

certain areas which form their bias: these areas have to do with their faith (religion), their culture 

and language (ethnicity) as well as their family values.  

Usually while they grow, they gradually begin to align to either of the subgroups in the various 

areas, this does not happen naturally, rather in process of socialization where the values of these 

groups are inculcated into the child and haven grown up, the child would then have these values 

in him. These values then make an electorate to be to some extent sentimental looking inwards 

within his group to vote for either a political party or candidate not considering their credibility 

to deliver when given the mandate. 

Also within this section, it is imperative to discuss the nature of interaction between the 

electorate and the political parties or candidates, as well as the record of integrity of these 

political parties as well as their candidates. Andrainet al. (1995) capture their view as: 

Individuals evaluate parties according to cognitive criteria. What 

consequences (benefit Vs cost) will result from voting for a 

preferred party, rather than for Opposition parties? To what extent 

will the party realize beneficial outcomes for the self particular 

social groups and the larger community? These expected benefits 

include the enactment of specific policy measures, the attainment 

of desirable policy outcomes and the manifestation of leadership 

qualities (competence, integrity, character) in candidates running 

for officeé Generally, the most informed citizens base their 

electoral choice on the perceived congruence between their own 

policy positions and the policy stands of the preferred partyôs 

candidates (Andrain, 1995). 

Electorate from the above we see are still left with some sense of rationality in their choice of 

candidates in elections, that is why among electorate before or during elections in Nigeria, there 

are series of analyses resulting to arguments among Nigeriaôs electorate. This is usually in an 



 35 

attempt to assess the level of competence of the various candidates presented by political parties 

for elections. The electorate asses their past records, it is on this basis they decide the best among 

the various political parties or candidates. These assessments of political parties or candidates by 

Nigerian electorate go a long way in shaping their choice in elections. Drilling down to focus a 

cardinal subject of discuss, on ethnicity and voting behaviour in Nigeria which is part of the 

social factors which influences the nature or electorate voting behaviour in Nigeria is going to be 

thoroughly discussed below for emphasis sake. 

2.9: Ethnicity and Voting Behaviour in Nigeria 

The effect of ethnicity on the electoral behaviour of the Nigerian electorate is immense. The 

Nigeria polity is one that has been plagued by many impediments to its political development. 

Ethnicity has been identified as one of the major factors militating against the evolution of the 

truly modern and democratic nation where the interest, wellbeing and the rights of the citizens 

are protected, irrespective of the ethnic, racial, religious, geographical, social and economic 

background of the individual. The situation can be said to have been encouraged by the colonial 

masters. The idea of separating strangers from natives as was practice in the north continued and 

intensified ethnic mistrust. 

The political elites that inherited power from the colonial masters took advantage of the ethnic 

differences that existed between the people for their personal accumulations in terms of 

economic fortunes. Inter-ethnic strife between the people helped to facilitate the divide and rule 

policy of the colonial master. The Nigerian indigenous elites are also not free of blame in the 

nurturing of ethnicity. They have been accused of using ethnic sentiments to mobilize support in 

their personal struggles for political and economic gains. They have been able to use this as a 
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result of the general level of enlightenment in the country. Our literacy level is still very low that 

those who cannot easily fall to the manipulations of the elite are very few (Aghemalo, 2014). 

Ethnicity as well as voting behaviour is logically related. As portrayed by some scholars that 

ethnicity is a major determinant in the role it plays in determining the voting behaviour of the 

Nigerian electorate, therefore in an attempt to establish more logical relationship between the 

both phenomena it is imperative to look at the views of some scholars. According to 

Andrain&Apter, (1995). 

éa social groupôs influence over individual behaviour guides 

electoral choice. If a group maintains high solidarity based on 

shared political preferences and on a lightly organized 

communications network, its likelihood of shaping a citizenôs vote 

increases. Under these conditions the members become dependent 

on the group for political clues about voting; particularly in small 

groups, leaders can control their membersô behaviour 

Andrain&Apter, (1995). 

The above view expresses the way and manner in which ethnic or social groups influence the 

voting behaviour of electorate. This is not strange in the Nigerian electorate process because 

most ethnic groups adopt this strategy to ensure the victory of their candidates. In addition, 

politicians adopt this strategy to canvass for votes from electorate especially when their rival is 

from a different ethnic group. 

Advancing the above point, most politicians usually promise members of their ethnic groups that 

if elected they will be more committed to bringing development to their immediate community in 

comparison with contestants from other ethnic groups. This display of ethnic sentiment tends to 

lure voters toward voting leaders from their ethnic group. This argument stresses the fact that 

conflict is inherent in ethnicity, which is a tool in the hands of Politician to solicit for vote 

thereby encouraging their ethnic group to participate, expressing the fear of their ethnic group 
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being confined to the bottom of the interethnic ladder of inequality and relegate their people and 

territory to socio-economic and political stagnation. This brings about ethnocentrism in which 

different ethnic groups look inward for everything, this reflects in their voting behaviour because 

they belief only members of their ethnic group can bring them their desired development. This 

ethnocentric view is usually subscribed to mostly by the middle and low class of the society 

usually residing in the rural areas which constitute about seventy percent of Nigerians 

population, therefore a good percentage of Nigeriansô voting behaviour is affected by ethnicity 

(Nnoli, 1978: 58). 

There are other scholars who are of the opinion that the Nigerian voting behaviour is not solely 

influenced by ethnicity as presented by most scholars. Alkasum Abba (1995) analyzed the five 

presidential election results from 1979-2003 and established a logical relationship between the 

voting behaviour of Nigerians and their ethnicity, religion and region: 

One of the most important lessons to learn from election results In 

Nigeria is that the conduct of the electorate has not been blinded, 

or influenced by ethnic, religious, or regional consideration, 

despite the massive media campaigns promoting such as 

retrogressive politics. Analysis of the five presidential election 

results from 1979-2003 also point out clearly that there has not 

been regional block voting in the country. The table below has 

shown clearly that in the 1979, 1983, 1993 presidential elections, 

more people from the Southern states voted and in the first two 

elections, first in 1979 with 8.7 million voters cast from the South 

against 8.1 million from the North and in 1983 with 13.5 million 

voters cast from the South and 11.8 million from the North, the 

candidate who won the election was AlhajiShehuShagari from the 

North. It was only in 1993 elections, where more people voted 

from the South and Chief Abiola, from that part of Nigeria won the 

elections. For in the case of the 1999, with 15.6 million voters cast 

from the North and 14.1 million from the South it was only Chief 

OlusegunObasanjo who won the election. The same story is true of 

the 2003 presidential elections where 24.0 million voters from the 

North against 18.8 million from the South produced Chief 

OlusegunObasanjo. This is a very clear evidence that the Nigerian 
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electorate are far more sophisticated, advanced and patriotic than 

many of the politicians, intellectuals and journalists who have been 

operating within the orbit of the doomed ethnic, religious and 

regional politics (Abba, 1995:15). 

Scholars have criticized the above position with regards to the role of ethnicity in shaping the 

voting behaviour of Nigerians. From the point of view that Abbaôs analysis was so much 

emphasizing on regional dichotomy which does not reflect ethnic differentiation. Therefore, they 

concluded that it will be irrational to belittle the role played by ethnicity as a determinant of 

voting behaviour among Nigeriaôs electorate owing to the fact that all ethnic groups cannot 

produce presidential aspirants, even if they so desire and intend, the medium to do that which is 

political parties are limited and most political parties will only want to present candidates from 

major ethnic group so that they easily secure victory at the polls. 

Following the contradictory position of scholars with regards the role played by ethnicity in the 

determination of electorate voting behaviour. Udende (2011) posits that the Nigerian electorate is 

getting more politically enlightened, therefore as voters become knowledgeable about the voting 

process, by implication, they become less inclined to vote on religious or ethnic affiliation. His 

view makes his position clear as he states: 

éthat ethnicity is becoming a less salient feature in electoral 

politics, and that dysfunctional role of ethnicity in understanding 

democratic governance and competitive electoral policies appears 

to be waning. Respondents measured the results of the 1993 

annulled presidential election and those of the 1999 presidential 

elections, in support of this observation as one of this respondents 

put it: we seem to have built a bridge of understanding over and 

over the role of ethnicity in elections (Udende, 2011). 

Despite the presentation made by some scholars minimizing the role played by ethnicity in 

determining the voting behaviour of Nigeriaôs electorate, elections in Nigeria have not convinced 
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us that the electorates are completely informed. It is in the light of this argument that Oyediran 

(1981) states that: 

It will be most unrealistic to explain voting behaviour at the 1979 

elections by ethnic factor aloneéparty programme, caliber of 

candidates, class conflicts, influence of favorite sons, and esteem 

in which party leaders are held relevant and significant factors. 

Historical antecedents also cannot be dismissed (Oyediran,1981). 

Oyediran is not denying the role played by ethnicity, but rather saying it will be wrong to adopt 

the ethnic factor as the main determinant of voting behaviour. According to him, the 1979 

presidential election in Nigeria, he admits to the fact that ethnicity played a vital role, but other 

factors be given a place among the determining factors. 

2.10: Ethnicity and Voting Behaviour in Kogi State 

Kogi State as a multi ethnic and religious entity will definitely have different contending elite 

forces. It is in the light of these elites struggle to dominate the politics of the State that they all 

try to device any workable strategy, whether propaganda or factual to outplay their other rival 

colleagues. This act of manipulation can be referred to as an art of politics. According to Gauba 

(1981), this process of politics involves conflict or dispute regarding allocation of rare and 

valuable resources in society. This is not any different from the view of Attah, (2009), where he 

argues in support of the role of ethnicity in Kogi State politics. According to him: 

Today, in the same area now called Kogi state, things have 

changed. In the face of a modern society with limited opportunities 

and scarce resources for the army of highly educated and well read 

young people scavenging for daily survival, the recourse to 

ethnicity as a tool to power and economic opportunities has greatly 

sharpened political rivalry in the state. Political jobbers in the state 

are not wasting any time to stoop low and weep up this primordial 

ethnic peculiarity for political advantage (Attah, 2009).         
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From the above view, the struggle for scarce resource by the various ethnic groups in Kogi State 

is the major cause of ethnic politics in the state. This is expressed in the quest for political power, 

that is, the office which is responsible for the allocation of scarce resources. 

Some other scholars have looked at the misconception of the nature of contemporary politics in 

Kogi State as a factor responsible for the role of ethnicity in the politics of the state. This 

misconception has been captured in the words of Bagaji (2012): ñéthe political elitesô notion of 

democracy, and the prevailing political Culture of winner-takes-all, combined to exacerbate 

ethnic identity politics and the ethnic tension in Kogi state.ò Bagaji (2012) conceives that the 

various political elites of ethnic groups feel they and their ethnic groups will be reduced to 

followers who will not have any say in the distribution of state resources, therefore they cling to 

their ethno-identity to canvass for support so as to gain access to state powers. This situation can 

be seen in Kogi State where we see the Igala, Ebira and Okun elites using their ethnic identities 

as an advantage within their ethnic groups to canvass for support. This is done owing to the 

misconception and prevailing political culture that the winner takes all and most importantly, the 

insincerity of various ethnic Political Elites just wanting to access political power for their 

personal selfish reasons. 

Most indigenes, especially among the Ebira and the Okun, are of the opinion that the constant 

role of the Igala as governors of the State since its creation in 1991 is the highest level of 

ethnicity. However, this issue has had different contradicting views from political scholars from 

different spheres of life. The essence of leadership is the distribution of justice, that is why some 

political scholars sees as immaterial the ethnicity of a leader; rather, the sincerity and integrity in 

which a leader adopts in the allocation of state scarce resources. 
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It is on this note that political scholars like Ocheja, (2010) believes that what retards the 

development of any society cannot be its leaderôs ethnic, religious or cultural affiliations, but 

rather their style of leadership and the integrity of such leader in the distribution of scarce 

resources and their ability to improve the quality of lives of their followers. That is why most 

scholars do not attribute the backwardness of any society to the ethnicity of its leadership, but 

rather their integrity. It is in this light that we submit in the words of Ocheja, (2010): 

éa trip round the eastern axis of Kogi state, that house the Igalaôs, 

reveals tales of abject poverty, and this feat equally replicated in 

other zones in the state. This smacks a mockery of who we are as a 

people and a Stateéthe issue of majority and minority should be 

relegated to the background but the issue that should be embraced 

is the collective development of the state (Ocheja, 2010). 

He went further to argue that it is necessary for all ethnic groups in the state to participate in their 

governance, this he explained by the major ethnic group allowing for the minor once to even 

produce the state governor so as to give them a sense of commitment to the development of the 

state. 

From the series of literature reviewed, it is imperative to note that despite Attah (2009), Bagaji 

(2012) and Ocheja (2010) attempt in explaining the nature of Kogi state ethnic politics as well as 

the electorate voting behaviour. These set of literature are still not sufficient in explaining the 

nexus between ethnicity and voting behaviour of Kogi state electorate in the 2008 and 2011 

gubernatorial elections. 

2.11: Theoretical Framework 

This work, which seeks to explain the influence of ethnicity on the voting behaviour of voters in 

Kogi State which is heterogeneous society, is undertaken within the framework of the pluralist 

theory. The theory has several proponents, including Emile Durkheim, Otto Von Gierke, F.W. 
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Maitland, G.D.H. Cole, Leon Duguit, Hugo Krabbe, Harold J. Laski, Ernest Barker, A.D. 

Lindsay, Robert Dahl, and Dahl Charles Lindlom, among others. Pluralists believe that every 

society is composed of different social groups that are relatively autonomous and almost 

independent centers of decision. These groups serve as intermediary body between the state 

(government) and its citizens. They seek to convey the sentiments of their members to the 

government and try to influence the process of policy formation and decision making. The 

citizens in these political communities are divided into several competing groups according to 

their status and interests, but politically, they continue to be members of the same community. 

They owe allegiance to the same state, governed by the same laws and public policy. That is why 

they describe the society as a social system which provide for the existence of variety of social 

customs, cultural traits and religious beliefs (Dahl, 1957). 

According to Harold J. Laski as sighted in (Gauba, 2003) the state has no absolute right to the 

allegiance of an individual. He subscribes to the fact that an individual be given the right to judge 

for himself his moral adequacy. Laski brings out the pluralistic nature of the state on the basis of 

the heterogeneous composition of its various interest groups. He observes that society is not a 

uniform organization of all citizens. Citizens organize themselves into several associations 

according to their special interests and these associations in turn organize themselves into 

society. Thus society is an association of various interest groups, and the state is expected to 

exercise its authority over the various interest groups. These interest groups in turn exercise their 

authority over its members (Gauba, 2003). 

The basic assumptions of the theory can be summarized thus: 

- There exist diverse social groups in society. 
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- These social groups are relatively autonomous. There exist some kinds of mutual 

cooperation not withstanding their constant struggle for political power. 

- All these social groups are all striving towards influencing the policies of the government 

in favour of their groups. 

- The state remains the unbiased umpire in its harmonizing the conflicting claims of 

different interest groups. 

The choice of the pluralist theory is justified by the fact that in most developing countries, ethnic 

groups remain one of the dominant groups in constant struggle for state power. In Nigeria 

particularly, the various ethnic groups are in constant struggle to dominate the polity within and 

outside their domiciled state. It is on this note that politicians employ ethnic sentiment as a tool 

for canvassing political support and votes from members of their ethnic groups. Members of 

various ethnic groups owe their primary allegiance to their ethnic groups before the Nigerian 

state. That is why most Nigerians first identify themselves as members of their ethnic groups 

before identifying themselves as Nigerians. 

These various ethnic groups have exploited the instrument of ethnic sentiment in influencing the 

voting behaviour of their members. The various ethnic groups make their members see the 

struggle for political power an ethnic agenda, thereby altering their sense of rationality in voting. 

The electorates now see elections as an avenue of promoting their various ethnic interests, 

thereby voting any member of their ethnic group as against them considering the credibility of 

these candidates. 
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Critics have argued that there is a danger inherent in the pluralist theory: when interest groups 

become the centre of citizensô loyalty, so much that some groups attract deeper loyalty than the 

state itself, there is the danger that some groups might become unduly powerful and by 

implication begin to dictate to the society through the government. Therefore, the pluralist model 

of government, in such cases implies pre-eminence of the interests of dominant groups over 

those of the vulnerable section of the society. 

This theory has also been faulted for its major consideration of the mass of electorate as being 

passive and unenlightened in the decision making process especially as it affects their behaviour 

in the electoral process. They believe that these citizens make their electoral choice on the basis 

of their ethnic sentiment as against the credibility of political party/candidates or manifestos. 

These critics believe that an electorate votes on the premise of his cost benefit analysis. That is, 

he votes for a candidate/political party whose manifesto is in line with his wishes and aspirations 

(Dahl, 1957). 

Notwithstanding these weaknesses, this theory still remains very relevant in the analysis of the 

voting behaviour of electorates in a multi-ethnic society like Kogi State.  

 

 

CHAPTER THREE  

BACKGROUND TO THE STUDY AREA  

3.1: Brief history of Kogi State 

Modern day Kogi state was created on the 27 August, 1991 by the Gen. Ibrahim Babangidaôs 

military regime. It was carved out of the Kwara and Benue states, and is located in the central 
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region of the country within the North-central geo-political zone. It is popularly called ñThe 

Confluence Stateò because the confluence of rivers Niger and Benue is at its capital, Lokoja, 

which was the first administrative capital of the country.It was in Lokoja that the name Nigeria 

was coined by Flora Show, the future wife of Lord Fredrick Lugard, the British colonial 

administrator, while gazing out at the river that stretched before her in the late 19
th
 century.There 

are three major ethnic groups: the Igala, Ebira, and the Okun, with other minorities like the 

Bassa, a small fraction of the Nupe mainly in Lokoja, Gbagyi, Kakanda, Oworo, Ogori/Magongo 

and the Eggan. 

The State is made up of twenty-one local government areas (LGAs), namely Adavi, Ajaokuta, 

Ankpa, Bassa, Dekinna, Ibaji, Idah, Igalamela-Odolu, Ijumu, Kabba/Bunu, Kogi, Lokoja, 

Mopamuro, Ofu, Ogori/Magongo, Okehi, Okene, Olamaboro, Omala, Yagba East, and Yagba 

West.  (www.kogistate.gov.ng). 

3.1.1 Geography 

Kogi State is strategically located within the central part of the country; more precisely it is 

located in the North-central of the geopolitical zone of the country. It borders the Federal Capital 

Territory to the North, Nasarawa State to the North-East, Benue State to the East, Enugu state to 

the South-East. Anambra State to the South, Edo state the south-west, Ondo State to the West, 

Kwara State to the north-west, and Niger State to the north.The State covers a land mass area of 

29,833km sq (11,519sq mi), with its 2011 National Population Commissionôs (NPC) estimate at 

3,314,043 with 1,672,903 males and 1,641,140 females. While the 2006 NPCôs census figure 

reveals the total population as 3,278,487. (www.kogistate.gov.ng) 

3.1.2: Economy and Trade of the People 
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The economy of the state revolves around agriculture; over 70% of its workforce is farmers. The 

produce many cash and farm crops among which are; coffee, cocoa, palm oil, cashews, 

groundnut, maize, cassava, yam rice and melon.The State is also richly blessed with mineral 

resources which include coal limestone, iron ore, tin, marble, cassiterite, tantalite and crude oil 

which are still under contention between the Ibaji area of the State and the Anambra State 

government.As a result of the availability of some of these raw materials, some industries like 

the Ajaokuta Steel Industry as well as the Obajana Cement Industry among others have been 

sighted in the state to help process these raw materials to either finish or semi-finished goods for 

human consumption, thereby boosting the economic activities of the State (Attah2009). 

 3.1.3: Administrative Structure of Kogi State 

Kogi State like any other states in the Federation is administered by a democratically elected 

government headed by the Executive Governor. The two other arms of government that 

complement the executive arm are the State House of Assembly (Legislature) headed by the 

Speaker with 25 members while the Judiciary is headed by the Chief Judge of the State. These 

three arms operate independently but cooperatively. The legislative arm is primarily concerned 

with the making of laws for the executive to implement while the Judiciary interprets the law. 

For administrative convenience Kogi State is divided into three senatorial districts, that is,Kogi 

East comprising of the Igala, Kogi West comprising of the Okun and Kogicentral comprising of 

the Ebira. 

The Governor is assisted by his/her deputy, he/she will also have a Secretary to the State 

Government (SSG), Commissioners as well as Advisers as members of his/her cabinet. The 

various Commissioners oversee the day to day running of their various heads in their ministries. 

These commissioners also have their permanent Secretaries as well as Directors and Principle 
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Officers who also heads their various units, and as well help in the management of their various 

staff and its administration. (www.kogistate.gov.ng). 

3.1.4: Nature of Ethnic Groups in Kogi State 

Kogi State has diverse ethnic groups which are the Igala, the Ebira and the Okun, among others 

which all have to come together in cooperation in order to achieve state governance. Considering 

the fact that Kogi State is a highly cultural state with most ethnic groups holding dear to their 

culture, there definitely is the tendency for ethnocentrism in the affairs of the state.The seat of 

the office of the governor is very important to all ethnic groups including the minority once. This 

is so because the governor as the Chief Executive of the State is a major stakeholder in the 

distribution of the limited resources of the State.As argued earlier, due to the multi ethnic nature 

of the state, there is the tendency for electorate in elections to bring in their ethnic sentiment in 

their choice of candidates as against the credibility of these candidates. This ethnic sentiment is 

usually enhanced by some of the activities of these ethnic groups. 

 The existence of meetings of several ethnic groups keep the people always conscious of the fact 

that they belong to an ethnic group and they need to promote it at any possible cost. It is in line 

with this ethnic sentiment that there is constantly emergence of several cultural and pressure 

groups like; UjacheIgala, Igala Youth Forum, Ibira Cultural Association andOkun 

Developmental Association,mostly ethnic based so as to help either persuade or influence any 

government in office to see to their demands. Usually, this is achieved through the criticism of 

the government in office, mostly accusing them of sidelining an ethnic group in its 

developmental programmes. It is even more amazing to know that even the Igala who have been 

producing governors since the return of democracy in 1999 have also been criticized by their 
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own ethnic members accusing the government of neglecting their immediate community in its 

programme too (Attah, 2009). 

Furthermore, the quest for leadership by all ethnic groups in the State has pushed most ethnic 

groups excluding the Igala nation to agitate for a rotation policy of the office of the governor 

among the various ethnic groups in the state. These ethnic groups believe the only way to attain 

development is by producing the governor from their ethnic group. This is so dear considering 

the powers vested in the office of the governor, which include the allocation of the stateôs scarce 

and limited resources.However, Joshua Ocheja (2010) has posited that his tour around the three 

senatorial zones of the state, he has not seen any remarkable development in the eastern part 

hosting the Igala nation when compared with the western and the central parts of the State. That 

is why he concludes by saying development can only be attained by voting visionary leaders who 

are morally disciplined and not rotating the office of the governor among the different ethnic 

groups. 

Furthermore, in 2012 we also saw a manifestation of the role of ethnicity. The Supreme Courtôs 

verdict on the termination of the tenure of the Kogi State Governor, Ibrahim Idris. This 

development led to declaring the governorôs office vacant, and further directing the speaker of 

the House of Assembly, AlhajiAbdullahi Bello to be sworn in as acting governor. The state chief 

Judge, Justice NasirAjanah swore in the speaker as acting governor. However, this was contrary 

to the wishes of the then governor Ibrahim Idris, who instructed the governor elect Capt. Idris 

Wada is sworn in. The governor (Ibrahim Idris) who was so interested in seeing a member of his 

ethnic group assuming the office of the governor after him, later instructed the President of the 

Customary Court, Justice Shehu Ibrahim Otadoga a member of his ethnic group to swear in the 

governor elect. This further put the state in confusion, a situation of dual governors in the state. 
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However, the case was later resolved by the Independent National Electoral Commission (INEC) 

and the judiciary when they advised the recognition of the governor elect as the substantive 

governor for the sake of peace (Shaibu2012). 

The State has also witnessed various conflicts resulting from the sighting of federal or state 

projects. For instance, the Kogi State University which was sighted in Anyiegba area of 

DekinnaLGA, the Federal University of Lokoja also located in Lokoja, the State capital and, the 

proposed refinery to be sighted in OfuLGA among others. All these project locations witnessed 

series of protests, counter protests as well as violence in some cases, not excluding the elites of 

various ethnic groupsô agitations using all available tools of propaganda to get these projects 

located in their areas. For instance, the location of the Federal University saw Senator Smart 

Adeyemi who was then the Chairman Senate Committee on Federal Character arguing that 

considering the spread of tertiary institutions in the State, Kogi West will be the best place to 

sight the university. 

Despite the ethnocentrism involved in the politics of the State, there were some level of 

cooperation and alliances during electioneering campaigns as well as elections. The different 

ethnic groups tend to form alliance with other ethnic groups so as to stand a better chance to 

emerge victorious in elections. For instance, the Igala nation with the largest population in the 

state has never had one consensus candidate in any gubernatorial elections. These gubernatorial 

candidates usually pick their deputies from other ethnic groups allowing for some level of inter 

ethnic support. Also these deputies usually attract votes from their ethnic groups for the 

candidacy of the various governors. 

3.1.5: Brief History of Election and Voting in Nigeria as Well as Kogi State 
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Modern day elections and voting can to a large extent be said to be imported by the colonialist. 

However, before this time the eastern part of Nigeria had some forms of elections and voting, 

this usually took place during their town Hall meetings where decisions were made sometimes 

on the basis of voting. Also the northern as well as the western part of the country had a similar 

practice, though only the cabinet members of chiefs were involved in the process of decision 

making. Notwithstanding, they all operated a monarchical system of government, where leaders 

were chosen by the gods of the land through the incantation of their spiritual representative in 

their various kingdoms(Nnoli, 1978). 

However, with the coming of the colonialist in an attempt of trying to co-opt the indigenes into 

leadership so to legitimize their governance, they began to create legislative councils while the 

nominated either official or unofficial members as representatives. The coming of Clifford 

Constitution of 1922 gave room for a legislative council which provided for three elected seats 

allocated to Lagos while the remaining one slot was given to Calabar. The only eligible 

electorates then where from Lagos and Calabar and they were made up of male adults who were 

British subjects or British protected persons having ordinarily resided in the particular area for 12 

months and having a gross income of £100 per annum (Nnoli, 1978).This led to the formulation 

of political parties among which are the Nigerian National Democratic Party (NNDP) 1923, the 

National Council of Nigeria and the Cameroons (1944), and later the Action Group (AG) in 

1945. 

The elective principle brought about by the Clifford Constitution introduced Nigerians within the 

Lagos and Calabar axis to elections in the legislative council in 1923, 1928, and 1933 within this 

periods Nigerians had started participating in elections and voting, though limited on the basis 

ofsex, income, area, duration and time of residence. This only gave room for educated elite to 
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participate in elections leaving the masses to the decisions of theses few eligible electorates 

which was not good for the polity(Anifowoseand Enemuo (1999). 

Subsequently, the 1954 Lyttletonôs Constitution made provision for a central legislature 

composed of a speaker, three ex-officio members, and 184 representativeôs members. Every 

representative member was elected from a constituency with a population of 170,000. Also in the 

same year a general election was held throughout the federation. As was then expected, the 

Northern Peoples Congress (NPC) emerged as the dominant party in the Northern region, while 

the National Council of Nigeria and the Cameroons (NCNC) showed up as the dominant party in 

the East, while the Action Group (AG) was dominant in the West. Therefore, a coalition 

government of the NCNC and NPC was formed with the AG as the official opposition (Ake, 

1992). 

The pattern of voting noticed within this period is of two significances: first, that these political 

parties were not national but regional in outlook, and secondly, that electorates mostly voted in 

accordance to their regional sentiments.Since this period to present, Nigeria have conducted 

series of elections with electorates casting their votes; however, it is observed that the nature of 

elections conducted affects the voting behaviour of electorates and more also presently we have 

more political parties, enlighten electorates as well as civil societies which oversee the conduct 

of most elections to ensure electorates are freely allowed to vote their choice and also made the 

vote count. Also the eligibility of electorates unlike with the commencement of voting in 1923, 

there is not restricted to sex and income but rather every Nigerian Adult above the age of 18 is 

eligible to vote in elections. 
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Kogi State, since the inception of democratic governance in 1999,has also witnessed series of 

elections. In 1999 there was a gubernatorial election keenly contested among different political 

parties, Prince AbubakarAudu of the All Peoples Party came out victorious in the polls making 

him the first democratically elected governor of the state. However, since then, several others 

have been conducted in 2003 with Alhaji Ibrahim Idris of the Peoples Democratic Party (PDP) 

elected as governor and later reelected in 2008 before Captain Idris Wada was elected in 2011 as 

governor under the platform of the PDP. 
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CHAPTER FOUR 

DATA PRESENTATION, ANALYSES AND INTERPRETATION  

4.1: Introduction  

This chapter deals with the presentation of data obtained through questionnaire administration. 

156 copies of the questionnaire were administered,but only 152 were retrieved, amounting to 

97.4%. In analyzing the various data gathered, the descriptive statistics was used where the mean 

median and mode were applicable. Also, the bar charts as well as table presentation of data were 

used to give the work a clearer and better understanding of data presented. The percentages of 

different data collected were presented in tabular forms so as to further enhance the proportion of 

significance of these data. All these mode of data analyses used in this research is meant to help 

clarify and simplify the understanding of raw data collected.  

Table 4.1. : Showing the percentage of retrieved as against missing questionnaires. 

Questionnaires Frequency % Frequency 

Retrieved 152 97.4 

Missing 4 2.6 

TOTAL  156 100 

Source: Field survey, 2014. 

4.2: Data Presentation and Analyses 

Data collected from the administration of questionnaires as well as results of the 2008 and 2011 

gubernatorial elections are analysed in this section. 

4.2.1: RespondentsôBio Data 

The table below shows the summary of respondentsô personal information, including their age, 

sex, marital status, ethnicity, occupation and educational status. 
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Table 4.2 Summary of respondentsô bio data 

Variables Levels of 

characteristics 

Frequency % frequency 

AGE 18-30 Years 38 25 

31-45 Years 75 49.3 

45 & above 39 25.7 

Total 152 100 

SEX Male 74 48.7 

Female 78 51.3 

Total 152 100 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

Single 69 45.4 

Married 83 54.6 

Divorced 0 0 

Total 152 100 

ETHNICITY  Igala 51 33.55 

Ebira 50 32.89 

Okun 51 33.55 

Others 0 0 

Total 152 100 

OCCUPATION  Student 23 15.1 

Trader 41 27 

Artisan 27 17.8 

Civil servant 26 17.1 

Unemployed 35 23 

Total 152 100 

EDUCATIONAL 

STATUS 

Primary 21 13.8 

Secondary 32 21.1 

Tertiary 72 47.4 

None 27 17.8 

Total 152 100 

Source: Field survey, 2014. 

The Section B of the questionnaire requires the respondents to give their personal views on the 

questions. The analyses of questionnaire data below are presented with analyses in the sequence 

which they appear on the questionnaire. The first question below seeks to know how our 

correspondents are familiar with the term election. 
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Table 4.3: Respondentsô knowledge of the subject of election 

Responses Frequency % frequency 

YES 152 100 

NO 0 0 

TOTAL  152 100 

Source: Field survey, 2014. 

The above table shows that the respondents had 100% knowledge of the main subject to be 

discussed in the questionnaire. This led us to the question if they had participated in voting 

during any election before. 

Table 4.4: Respondentsô participation in voting during elections 

Responses Frequency % Frequency 

YES 152 100 

NO 0 0 

TOTAL  152 100 

  Source: Field survey, 2014. 

From the above table we see that 152 of our respondents representing 100% have voted in an 

election before, this further emphasize their familiarity with the subject matter. 

Table 4.5: Respondents view on the most significant factor they look out for in voting 

during elections. 

Respondents view Frequency % Frequency 

Moral behaviour 10 6.578947368 

Past political 

achievements 

22 14.47368421 

Philanthropic 

activities 

7 4.605263158 

Academic 

qualification 

2 1.315789474 

Ethnicity 41 26.97368421 

Religion 17 11.18421053 

Age 6 3.947368421 

Sex 14 9.210526316 

Political Party's 

Affiliation  

15 9.868421053 

Manifesto 8 5.263157895 

Other Views 10 6.578947368 

TOTAL  152 100 
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  Source: Field survey, 2014. 

Figure 4.1: Bar chart presenting respondents view on the most significant factor they 

look out for in voting during elections. 

 
Source: Field survey, 2014. 
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In Table 4.4 above, 41 respondents out of the 152 representing 27% will consider the ethnic 

group of any contestant before casting their vote. This category is simply voting based on ethnic 

sentiment. 27% is significant owing to the fact that remaining 73% is shared among the other 9 

classes of respondentsô views. Also 22 respondents representing 14.5% prefer to consider the 

past political achievement of the contestant before voting, while 17 respondents (11.2%) will 

consider the religion of contestants.Furthermore, 10 respondents (6.6%) provided us with their 

personal views, 3 respondents will consider only what they stand to benefit from a contestant 

before voting. While 3 also put their personal relationship with a contestant a priority, then 4 will 

vote based on societal perception of candidates.    

The bar and pie chart above presents the respondents view as analyzed in Table 4.4. These charts 

help to portray comparatively the proportion of significance the various respondents view. In the 

light of this ethnicity is seen displaying the highest level of significance with about 27%. 

Table 4.6: Respondentsô View on the influences of ethnicity on the electorateôs choice 

during voting. 

Respondents view Frequency % frequency 

YES 69 45.39473684 

NO 38 25 

SOMETIMES 45 29.60526316 

TOTAL  152 100 

Source: Field survey, 2014. 
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Figure 4.3: Bar chart showing respondentsô view on the influences of ethnicity on the 

electorateôs choice during voting. 

 
Source: Field survey, 2014. 

From the Table 4.5 above, we can see that 69 respondents out of 152 which represents 45.4% of 

the total respondents are of the opinion that ethnicity usually influence electorate choice during 

election. While 38 respondents (25%) believe that ethnicity do not influence votersô choice and 

also 45(29.6%) think that an electorate may and may not be influenced by ethnic sentiments this 

most likely depend on peculiar situations. In the proceeding table we see the opinions of 

respondents on their personal view, if ethnicity influences their voting behaviour. 

Table 4.7: Respondentsô view on the influence of ethnicity on their choice of leaders 

during voting. 

Respondents 

view 

Frequency % frequency 

YES 49 32.2 

NO 31 20.4 

SOMETIMES 72 47.4 

TOTAL  152 100 

Source:Field survey, 2014. 
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Figure 4.5: Bar chart showing how ethnicity influences electorate choice during voting 

 
Source:Field survey, 2014. 

From the data presented in table 4.6 above, we can see that 49 respondents representing 32.2% 

believe their ethnicity influence their voting behaviour, while 31 respondents (20.4%) hold the 

contrary opinion. However, 72(47.4%) are of the opinion that their ethnicity influenced their 

voting behaviour in some cases. 

Table 4.8: Respondents views if there are situations that will necessitate them giving 

preference to candidates of their ethnic nationality during elections. 

Respondents 

view 

Frequency % frequency 

YES 89 58.55263158 

NO 63 41.44736842 

TOTAL 152 100 

Source: Field survey, 2014. 
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Figure 4.6: Bar chart showing respondentsô view if there are situations that will 

necessitate them giving preference to candidates of their ethnic 

nationality during elections. 

 
Source: Field survey, 2014. 

From the above Table 4.7, we can see that 89 respondents which amounts to 58.6% of the total 

152 respondents believe that it is necessary to consider oneôs ethnic sentiment to vote in some 

certain circumstance. However, 63 (41.4%) of respondents do not subscribe to the idea of 

allowing their ethnic sentiment to decide their choice of candidates during elections in the 

state.This simply means that most electorate to a large extend will subscribe to their ethnic 

sentiment in voting. Therefore, we will see in Table 4.8 below, under which situation will these 

electorate resort to the use of their ethnic sentiment in voting. 
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Table 4.9: Situations under which respondentsô would give high priority to vote for a 

member of their ethnic nationality. 

Respondentsô view Frequency % frequency 

A multi ethnic state with every ethnic group in serious 

contest for leadership. 

29 32.6 

When the leadership of the state is not fair in its distribution 

of the state resources. 

37 41.6 

When your ethnic group have long been marginalized in 

leadership for long. 

23 25.8 

Others 0 0 

Total 89 100 

Source: Field survey, 2014. 

From Table 4.9 above, 29 respondents out of the 89 which represents 32.6% will uphold their 

ethnic sentiment to vote when they find themselves in a multiethnic state with the various ethnic 

groups in a serious contest for political power. However, 37 respondents (41.6%) will not just 

vote because of the multi ethnic nature of their state, rather, only when the leadership of the state 

is not fair in its distribution of the stateôs resources. In addition, 23 respondents (25.8%) will vote 

for any member of their ethnic group when they have been marginalized for long from leadership 

position. 

On the contrary, 63 respondents do not think there is any reason that can necessitate them giving 

preference to voting a member of their ethnic nationality on grounds of sentiment. Table 4.10 

below will show us analysis of respondents. 
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Table 4.10 : Respondents views on voting without ethnic sentiment. 

Respondents view Frequency % frequency 

Only the integrity and programs of a contestant can 

bring about development. 

32 50.8 

Ethnic sentiment will affect oneôs rational sense of 

assessing contestant. 

11 17.5 

The political partyôs manifesto is more of a priority. 12 19 

The religion of contestant stands above his/her 

ethnicity. 

5 7.9 

Others 3 4.8 

Total 63 100 

Source: Field survey, 2014. 

This table simply presents us with respondentsô views why they cannot in any situation give in to 

ethnic sentiment in voting. 32 of these respondents representing 50.8% in this category believe 

that only the integrity and programs of a contestant can influence their choice during voting. 

Also 11(17.5%) believe that ethnic sentiment will affect oneôs rational sense of assessing the 

credibility of a contestant. While 12 respondents (19%) hold the political partyôs manifestoes in 

highest esteem, that is why they cannot compromise it for any sort of ethnic sentiment. Also 5 

respondents (7.9%) will not consider ethnic sentiment because of the importance they give to the 

religion of a contestant. Finally, 3 respondents (4.8%) will not vote based on ethnic sentiment 

just because they feel it is morally wrong.  

Table 4.11: Respondentsô opinion on the extent of influence of ethnicity on votersô choice 

during election. 

Respondents 

view 

Frequency % frequency 

Very much 15 9.9 

Much 87 57.2 

Little 22 14.5 

Very little 25 16.4 

Not at all 3 2 

Total 152 100 

Source: Field survey, 2014. 
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Furthermore, we see respondentsô opinion on the extent in which ethnicity influence votersô 

choice during election. Table 4.11 shows us a summarized analysis of respondentsô view. From 

Table 4.11 above we see 87 respondents representing 57.2% ticked (much) attesting to the fact 

that most electorate vote on the grounds of ethnic sentiment. Also 15 (9.9%), 22 (14.5%) and 25 

(16.4%) of respondents selected Very much, Little and Very little indicating their mild position 

on the influence of ethnicity on the electorate. However, only 3(2%) of respondents believes 

ethnicity has no influence on electorate. Having seen how ethnicity influences electorate voting 

behaviour we would now see what are the possible causes of these sentiments among electorate. 

Table 4.12 presents us with the analysis of data on respondentsô view on this issue. 

Table 4.12: Respondentsô opinion on the cause of ethnic sentiment in elections. 

Respondents view Frequency % frequency 

Ethnocentrism 33 21.7 

Marginalization of an ethnic 

group 

39 25.7 

Ethnic bias by leaders in decision 

making 

52 34.2 

Multi ethnic state 17 11.2 

Other 11 7.2 

Total 152 100 

Source: Field survey, 2014. 

The above data shows that 33 respondents representing 21.7% believe electorate ethnocentrism 

is the cause of their ethnic sentiment during voting. Also 39 (25.7%), 52 (34.2%) and 17 (11.2%) 

respondents believe on the contrary that ethnic marginalization, leaders bias decision and a multi 

ethnic state are the causes of ethnic sentiments among electorates. However, 11 (7.2%) of this 

respondents gave their personal views all pointing towards the ethnic domination or monopoly in 

the activities of the state by a single ethnic group. Having identified the possible causes of ethnic 

sentiment among the Kogi State electorate, respondents were again asked on the possible 

measures to be taken to make electorate objective in their choice of leaders in future elections. 
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Table 4.13: Suggestions of measures that can be taken to make electorate objective in their 

choice of leaders in future elections. 

Respondents view Frequency % frequency 

Government should make strict laws that will 

aid the equitable distribution of its resources 

and appointments among all ethnic groups in 

the state. 

43 28.3 

Enlightenment of electorate on the need to 

vote for only credible candidates. 

36 23.7 

Government should ensure checks and 

balances in the policies and programs of its 

leaders. 

6 3.9 

Government should give its public office 

holders leadership training. 

17 11.2 

Enforcement of rotational policy of public 

office. 

39 25.7 

Government should design a well structured 

and funded local government capable of 

implementing capital intensive project so as to 

reduce the rivalry in the struggle for the office 

of the governor. 

11 7.2 

Total 152 100 

Source: Field survey, 2014. 

The above Table 4.13 presents the view of respondents on how electorate can be objective in 

their choice of leaders in future elections. 45 respondents representing 28.3% believe that 

government making strict laws that will aid the equitable distribution of its resources and 

appointments among all ethnic groups in the state. Furthermore, 36 respondents (23.7%) prefer 

the enlightenment of electorate on the need to vote for only credible candidates while, 6 

respondents (3.9%) believe the government should ensure checks and balance on the policies and 

programs of its leaders. In addition, 17 respondents (11.2%) are of the opinion that government 

should give its public office holders leadership training so that they will know the importance of 

doing justice in the administration of the different ethnic groups in the state. More also, 39 

respondents (25.7%) are of the opinion that the government should make and enforce the 

rotational policy of public office, and finally, 11 (7.2%) believe government should design a well 
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structured and funded local government capable of implementing capital projects so as to reduce 

the rivalry in the struggle for the office of the governor. 

 

4.1.2: Analysis of 2008 Gubernatorial Election Results in Idah, Kabba and Okehi LGAs 

of Kogi State. 

Table 4.14: Analysis of 2008 gubernatorial election results in Idah, Kabba, and Okehi 

LGAs 

Political 

Parties 

Votes scored by LGAs  % votes to total votes in LGAs 

 IDAH KABB

A 

OKEH

I 

TOTA

L 

IDAH KABBA  OKEHI 

ARP 7 2 0 9 0.00689840

2 

0.00321652 0 

ANPP 3701 14352 17578 35631 27.310773 23.0817478

6 

35.7290946

8 

DPA 7 51 5 63 0.04828881

3 

0.08202126

1 

0.01016301

5 

DPP 17 4 13 34 0.02606062

9 

0.00643304 0.02642383

8 

PAC 61 81 36 178 0.13643505

9 

0.13026906

2 

0.07317370

6 

PDP 15207 47635 31508 94350 72.3182462

7 

76.6094662

2 

64.0432537

9 

PPA 44 19 8 71 0.05442072

6 

0.03055694 0.01626082

4 

PSP 2 2 3 7 0.00536542

4 

0.00321652 0.00609780

9 

NDP 17 9 14 40 0.03065956

4 

0.01447434 0.02845644

1 

ADC 4 5 4 13 0.00996435

8 

0.0080413 0.00813041

2 

APGA 21 19 29 69 0.05288774

8 

0.03055694 0.05894548

6 

TOTAL  19088 62179 49198 130465 100 100 100 

Source: Field survey, 2014. 

 

Figure 4.7: Bar chart showing the percentage of total votes scored by political 

parties in Idah, LGA in the 2008 gubernatorial elections 
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Source: Field survey, 2014. 

 

Figure 4.8: Bar chart showing the percentage of total votes scored by political 

parties in Kabba LGA in the 2008 gubernatorial elections. 

 
Source: Field survey, 2014. 

 

%

s

c

o

r

e

Political Parties

Idah LGA

%

S

c

o

r

e

Political Parties

Kabba LGA



 67 

Figure 4.9: Bar chart showing the percentage of total votes scored by political 

parties in Okehi LGA in the 2008 gubernatorial elections. 

 
Source: Field survey, 2014. 

From Table 4.14 above, it can be seen that Idah LGA representing Kogi East had a total valid 

votes of 19,088 while Kabba LGA had 62,179 and Okehi LGA had 49,198. In these three 

selected LGAôs, there was a total of 130,465 valid votes cast, out of which 129,981 representing 

99.63% was scored by the two dominant political parties; the PDP and the ANPP. These two 

political parties had their gubernatorial flag bearer from the Igala ethnic group in the Eastern part 

of the state. Political parties like the; PAC, NDP and DPA had their partiesô flag bearer from the 

Ebira and the Okun ethnic groups. However, they could not pull significant votes as they all 

together only succeeded in capturing less than 1% of the valid votes cast. 

Therefore, if ethnicity was considered by the electorate in Kogi Central/West, then we would 

have seen a situation where the political parties like the; PAC, NDP, and DPA in which their 

political partiesô gubernatorial flag bearer were from the Ebira, and the Okun ethnic groups 

performing exceptionally well in their communities, compared to their counterparts with flag 

bearers from the Igala ethnic group. On the basis of the above, it can be said that the Kogi Stateôs 
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electorate did not vote making ethnic sentiment a sole priority in determining their choice for 

candidates during the 2008 gubernatorial elections in the state. However, ethnic sentiment 

remains a key determining factor for the emergence of Political Partiesô gubernatorial flag bearer 

in the state. 

4.1.3 Analysis of 2011 Gubernatorial Election Results in Idah, Kabba and Okehi LGAs of 

Kogi State. 

Table 4.15: Analysis of 2011 gubernatorial election results in Idah, Kabba, and Okehi 

LGAs 

Political 

Parties 

Votes scored by LGAs  % votes to total votes in LGAs 

 IDAH KABBA  OKEHI TOTAL IDAH KABBA  OKEHI 

AP 30 45 53 128 0.183486239 0.249888938 0.20937858 

CAN 5766 6678 6602 19046 35.26605505 37.08351844 26.08146012 

ALP 28 22 9 59 0.171253823 0.122167925 0.035554853 

ANPP 375 312 370 1057 2.293577982 1.732563305 1.461699522 

APGA 15 9 5 29 0.091743119 0.049977788 0.019752696 

CPC 154 171 91 416 0.941896024 0.949577965 0.359499072 

CPP 17 27 11 55 0.103975535 0.149933363 0.043455932 

JP 10 8 19 37 0.06116208 0.0444247 0.075060246 

LP 10 11 12 33 0.06116208 0.061083963 0.047406471 

ND 2 7 2 11 0.012232416 0.038871613 0.007901078 

NDP 14 10 2 26 0.085626911 0.055530875 0.007901078 

NTP 23 13 3 39 0.140672783 0.072190138 0.011851618 

PAC 91 98 44 233 0.556574924 0.544202577 0.173823727 

PDC 35 27 21 83 0.214067278 0.149933363 0.082961324 

PDP 9683 10505 18035 38223 59.22324159 58.33518436 71.24797535 

PPA 61 44 25 130 0.373088685 0.244335851 0.098763481 

PPN 22 8 2 32 0.134556575 0.0444247 0.007901078 

SDMP 7 4 5 16 0.042813456 0.02221235 0.019752696 

UNPP 7 9 2 18 0.042813456 0.049977788 0.007901078 

TOTAL  16350 18008 25313 59671 100 100 100 

Source: Field survey, 2014. 
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Figure 4.10:  Bar chart showing the percentage of total votes scored by political 

parties in Idah LGA in the 2011 gubernatorial elections. 

 
Source: Field survey, 2014. 

 

 

Figure 4.11: Bar chart showing the percentage of total votes scored by political 

parties in Kabba LGA in the 2011 gubernatorial elections. 

 
Source: Field survey, 2014. 
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Figure 4.12: Bar chart showing the percentage of total votes scored by political 

parties in Okehi LGA in the 2011 gubernatorial elections. 

 
Source: Field survey, 2014. 

From the above Table 4.15, we can see that Idah LGA which represents Kogi East had 16,350 

valid votes cast, while Kabba LGA representing Kogi West had 18,008 and Okehi LGA 

representing Kogi Central had 25,313. The three selected LGAs had a total of 59,671 valid votes 

cast. The three major dominant political parties; ACN, ANPP, and PDP had a cumulative vote of 

58,323. This figure represents 97.74% of the total votes cast. These three political parties all 

featured a member of the Igala nationality as their flag bearer. In addition, the other 16 political 

parties all together had a cumulative of 1,348 votes representing 2.26%. 

The figures(4.10, 4.11 and 4.12) above shows how insignificant ethnicity was in the election. 

This is because, political parties like the CPP, PPA SDMP and others which had their 

gubernatorial flag bearer from the Okun and Ebira ethnic groups were unable to get any 

significant votes from their ethnic community, rather their counterparts with Igala flag bearer 
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were seen in serious contest for dominance as just three political parties in which they stood for 

cumulated 97.74% leaving the remaining 16 with just 2.26%.  

From Table 4.14 and figures 4.10, 4.11 and 4.12 above, it is clear that the electorate in the three 

LGAs most especially Kabba and Okehi LGAs never prioritize ethnicity as a criterion to vote 

their governor in the 2011 general elections. If ethnicity was their priority we would have seen a 

situation where the CPP, PPA, and SDMP playing dominance in their various ethnic community, 

that is Kogi Central and west respectively. 

In the light of the above, we can deduce that the Kogi Stateôs electorate showed very 

insignificant ethnic sentiment, most especially the Ebira and the Okun in voting their governor in 

the 2011 gubernatorial election. However, there is the tendency that ethnic sentiment was a 

major determinant for the emergence of major political partiesô gubernatorial flag bearer in the 

state. 

4.3: Discussion of findings and verification of Research Assumptions 

From careful analyses of the studyôs respondents view as seen in table 4.5, 41 respondents 

representing about 27% will vote a candidate based on ethnic sentiment. This 27% is very 

significant because the remaining 73% is shared amongst the other nine (9) respondents view. 

This validates the study first assumption as well provide answer to the first research question 

which state that ethnic sentiment is the major factor that influences the voting behaviour of the 

Kogi state electorate. Furthermore, tables: 4.6, 4.7 & 4.8 supports this argument in validating the 

researches question, assumption aim and objective regarding the role ethnicity plays in 

influencing electorate voting behaviour in Kogi state. This validation align to the views of 
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Nnoli(1978), Achebe (1983), Thompson (2000), Ake (1992) and Osinubi (2006), as seen in the 

chapter two of literature review. 

This finding substantiate to the lingering discuss as to why political elites most often adopt the 

use of ethnic sentiment in canvassing for voters among members of their ethnic groups. This is 

most prevalent in developing democracies where these political elites exploit the ignorance of 

the illiterate masses. 

The study furtherderived from data analysed that ethnic sentiment still remain a viable tool 

which determine the outcome of gubernatorial election results in Kogi state. From careful study 

of the 2008 & 2011 gubernatorial election results in the state, it was observed that the major 

contenders in these elections were Igalas from Kogi east. Therefore the nature of sentiment 

observed here was that of ethnic alliance guided by interest. The various ethnic groups tend to 

form alliance with either of the major contenders, this is done by mobilizing their members to 

support a candidate so that their ethnic group can be well represented in an event the candidate 

emerges victorious. This argument is substantiated in table 4.14 and 4.15 respectively where we 

see the Ebiras and the Okuns in some sort of alliance with the front liner political candidates so 

as to remain relevant in their government in an event the emerge victorious. This finding is in 

contradiction to the study third assumption that the 2008 and 2011 gubernatorial elections in the 

state were solely based on ethnic sentiment. 

In addition, data gathered from the fieldbuttress ethnic sentiment as a determinant of voting 

behaviour amongKogi Stateôs electorate. However, this is not limited to their demonstration or 

passion for their ethnic groups but, their quest for development, better life and justice.The 

electorate to a large extent do not vote solely based on ethnic preference; however the most often 
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choose to vote a member of their ethnic group. They do this because they are convinced in the 

benefits they stand to gain from the favouritism in the leaderôs allocation of political projects. 

This point is well analyzed in our table 4.8 where we see 60 respondents representing 67.4% of 

those who might be pushed by situations to vote based on ethnic sentiment. Theelectorate take 

this decision either because the state leadership is not being fair in its distribution of stateôs 

resources or, their ethnic group have long been marginalized. This therefore verifies the studyôs 

first assumption as stated in page 6 of the work. 

Furthermore, from the analyses of Kogi State 2008 and 2011 gubernatorial election results as 

shown in tables 4.14 & 4.15 it was discovered that electorate in the state displayed minimal level 

of ethnic sentiment. This is so because, despite the presentation of some Okun and Ebira 

candidacy in some political parties in these elections, they were unable to get significant number 

of votes compared to their counterparts with Igala candidacy in their various communities; that is 

Kogi West and Central respectively. 

This further implies that to a large extent their voting behaviour was not majorly driven by ethnic 

sentiment. This is so because, the questionnaire administered reveals that the interest of 

electorate form the base on which their ethnic sentiment operated. This argument is so despite 

the 9.98% and 57.2% of respondentsô view that ethnicity have óvery muchô and ómuchô influence 

on electorate as shown in our table 4.11. It was observed that electorate will always pledge their 

loyalty to their ethnic groups, notwithstanding, they will still uphold some level of rationality in 

voting as against total display of ethnic sentiment, This argument is supported in our table 4.10 

where we see 52.8% of respondents of the opinion that only the integrity of a contestant can 

bring about development and not his/her ethnicity. That is why we saw in the 2008 and 2011 

Kogi State gubernatorial election results analyses as shown in tables 4.14and 4.15 respectively; 
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the ACN, ANPP & PDP performed exceptionally well in Kogi Central and West despite all 

presenting Igala flag bearers, whereas political parties like the CPP, DPA, NDP, PAC, PPA and 

SDMP all performed very poor in their areas despite presenting members of their ethnic groups.   

Despite the 2008 and 2011 gubernatorial election results present data reflecting minimal 

influence of ethnicity on the electorate voting behaviour, this study has revealed that the invisible 

hands of electorate interest formed the basis of their voting behavioural sentiment as deduced 

from reconciliation of the various data gotten. These electorate have linked their personal interest 

to the promotion of their ethnic nationality. This is so because they masses are most often 

bonded on grounds of ethnicity and see themselves as people having the same future and have 

this nationalistic feelings of oneness. In our table 4.5, ethnicity was considered the most 

responsible for influencing the voting behaviour of Kogi Stateôs electorate. In this analysis we 

can see that ethnicity had a respondent frequency of 41 with a corresponding percentage of 30% 

leaving 70% to be shared among the other 10 choice options. This is a part reason most 

explaining the emergence of an Igala flag bearer in most political partyôs primaries for 

gubernatorial elections in the state. This observation affirms the studyôs second assumption that 

ethnic voting adversely affected the 2008 and 2011 gubernatorial elections results in the state. 

Furthermore, the voting behavioural pattern of the Kogi State electorate in the 2008 and 2011 

gubernatorial election was non compliant to ethnic sentiment. However it also cannot be said to 

be objective. Notwithstanding, the Ibira and the Okun electorate displayed minimal level of 

ethnic sentiment. However, the same cannot be said of the Igala because most political partiesô 

flag bearers in these elections were Igala.  For instance, in the 2008 gubernatorial election we 

saw the ANPP & PDP capturing over 99% of valid votes cast in Kabba and Okehi despite their 

presentation of an Igala flag bearer, while the PAC, NDP & DPA whose flag bearers were 
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indigenes of these areas scored less than 1% of the total valid votes cast in the said areas, a 

similar situation was also repeated in the 2011 gubernatorial election as can be seen in Table 

4.15. Therefore, it is quite logical to conclude from the analyses of these election results in tables 

4.14and 4.15 that the role of electorate interest cannot be overemphasized in the study of their 

voting behaviour in the 2008 and 2011 gubernatorial elections. On this note we can say the Kogi 

state electorate are more sentimental than objective, because if they were objective they would 

have considered the credibility of candidates ahead of their interest or ethnic sentiment while 

voting. This affirms the studyôs third assumption that presumed Kogi state electorate as 

sentiment driven electorate.  

Therefore, this research has suggested some strategies that can be put in place to minimize or if 

possible eliminate ethnic sentiment among electorate. Government, electoral bodies and 

electorate should map out strategies to; first enlighten the electorate on the benefits of voting 

only credible candidates. Second, ensure strict laws that will aid the equitable distribution of its 

resources and appointments among all ethnic groups in the state. And finally, make a legislation 

to enforce the rotational policy of public office among all the ethnic groups in the state. This 

argument can be validated by analysis of respondents in table 4.13 and by implication implying 

that there exist some adverse effects resulting from electorate voting based on ethnic sentiment. 

This simply means that, the studyôs second assumption has been proven right. 
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CHAPTER FIVE  

SUMMARY, CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS  

 

5.1: Summary of the Study 

This study brings to light that ethnic sentiment is of great influence in determining the voting 

behaviour of Kogi state electorate. In the course of the study, it was observed that ethnicity is 

one major factor that bond people together. Therefore the electorate alignment to ethnic 

sentiment is bound to occur in the course of their voting. That is why political elites take 

advantage of this in exploiting this prejudice inherent in their fellow ethnic nationals. 

Notwithstanding electorate ethnic sentiment, it was observed that the state minority ethnic 

groups were still guided by interest, due to their numeric disadvantage. The minority ethnic 

groups in the state are usually disadvantaged because it is practically difficult for them to present 

a candidate who can most likely emerge victorious in an ethnic conscious state like Kogi. 

Therefore, they form alliances so as to enhance their relevance in an event of victory. This is the 

case as seen in our table 4.14 and 4.15 where we see the Igala candidates in the 2008 and 2011 

gubernatorial elections performing exceptionally in the Ebira and Okun areas. 

In the light of the above, this study believes that, despite the ethnic sentiment of the state 

electorate, the minorities most especially vote for a dominant candidate which they belief will 

incorporate their members in governance when victorious. 

Furthermore, the electorate are aware of the damage ethnic voting has done to the state; however 

they seem to be held to ransom in the sentiment of ethnicity. This is so because they have been in 

the practice of ethnic voting which have still not improved their living conditions. However, they 

still chose to stick to it because of their conservative nature which gets them highly attached to 

their ethnic sentiment. 
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The adverse effects of electorate ethnic voting in the state has brought some level of mistrust and 

suspicion because the minority ethnic group have lost confidence in the leadership but most 

times vote them due to their ethno political alliance. 

 

5.2: Conclusion 

Whenever, the term ethnicity is mentioned in a developing democracy like Nigeria, the first thing 

that comes to the mind of most ethnic nationals is ethnic sentiment as well as ethnic nationalism. 

Ethnic sentiment becomes a very viable tool used by most political elites in their quest to canvass 

for political support. Therefore, Kogi state is not an exception where this happens. This simply 

means that, the ignorance of the illiterate mass electorate is being exploited. These set of 

electorate most often decide to vote in favour of members of their ethnic groups, even when they 

are convinced that the alternative candidates from other ethnic groups are more credible. This 

explains the nature of influence ethnicity often had on the Kogi state electorate as was the case in 

its 2008 and 2011 gubernatorial election results. 

This ethnic sentiment as discussed above is a function of electorate interest; either as individuals 

or collectively as an ethnic group. This study therefore brings to light the invisible hands of 

electorate interest which manifest in the form of ethnic sentiment. That is to say, it is the self 

interest of the electorate that most often triggers their ethnic sentiment. However, in an event of a 

clash between the electorate interest and his ethnic sentiment, he will priorities his interest. This 

further explains that raw ethnic sentiment can be said to exist minimally in the state, however the 

nature of ethnic sentiment is that guided by interest.   

Notwithstanding the role of ethnicity in influencing the Kogi state electorate, there exist others 

like; religion, past political achievements and sex of candidates, electorates political partyôs 

affiliation and money politics as factors which influence electorate voting behaviour in the 2008 
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and 2011 gubernatorial elections in Kogi state. Moreover, it is imperative to note that these 

factors influence on the electorate voting behaviour is usually in response to their interest which 

is paramount as it determines the sentiment they exhibit at any point in time. 

Therefore, the objectivity of the Kogi state electorate has been hampered by the influences of all 

the above mentioned factors. That is to say most of these electorate are not guided solely by the 

credibility of the candidateôs of political parties. But on the contrary, they subscribe to 

sentiments in line with their interest as was the case in the Kogi state 2008 and 2011 

gubernatorial elections. 

5.3: Recommendations 

In order to further enhance the objectivity of the Kogi State electorate, this research recommends 

the following: 

i. That government should make laws that will ensure that public office holders adhere 

strictly in the distribution of state resources so as to ensure its equitable distribution 

among the different ethnic groups. 

ii.  The electorate should insist on voting credible candidates irrespective of their ethnic 

nationality as against ethnic voting. This is because every good leader is equitable, just 

and fair in their governance and distribution of state resources. Therefore, all socio-

political organizations of all ethnic nationalities should enlighten their members on the 

need to vote only credible candidate irrespective of their ethnic nationalities. 

iii.  Political parties should properly screen their contestant so as to present candidates with 

proven moral integrity, as well as records of hard work and achievements. Furthermore, 
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they should give their elected public office holders the necessary leadership training so 

that the go into office to serve with integrity in administration of the diverse ethnic 

groups under their jurisdiction. 

iv. Government should also constitutionalize the rotational policy to major public offices, so 

as to carry all ethnic groups along and give them a sense of belonging in the activities of 

the state. 

 If all these above recommendations are implemented the electorate in Kogi State will have little 

or no reason to vote their leaders based on ethnic sentiment. From data collected in this research, 

most electorate cast their votes because they want improvements in their standard of living; they 

want leaders that will provide them with security, good healthcare facilities, constant and 

affordable electric power, good policies for agriculture to thrive and in general all the basic 

social infrastructure to improve the quality of their lives. These electorate will vote any leader 

they presuppose can provide them with most of their quest irrespective of his/her ethnic 

nationality. 
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Appendix A 

QUESTIONNAIRE  

Department of Political Science, 

Faculty of Social Sciences, 

Ahmadu Bello University, 

Samaru-zaria, Kaduna state. 

 
Dear respondent, 

I am a masters student in the above mentioned department as well as institution, undertaking a 

research on the topic: (Ethnicity and Elections InKogi state: An Examination of 2008 and 2011 

gubernatorial elections.) in partial fulfillment of my programme. I solicit your kind cooperation 

in answering this questionnaire as information supplied will solely be used for this research 

purpose and most importantly will be treated with utmost confidentiality. 

Thank you for your cooperation. 

Yours sincerely, 

Awulu Augustine Ameh 

RESEARCH TOPIC: Ethnicity and Elections in Kogi State: An examination of the 2008 and 

2011 gubernatorial elections. 

This questionnaire is divided into two sections A & B, section A requires the respondent to 

supply his/her personal information while section B requires the views of the respondent on 

issues. 

SECTION A: Respondentôs PersonalInfor mation: 

Pleasereadthequestionscarefull yandtick [ V] the option that suits you most or fill in the 

blank space as the case may be. 

1. Age: (i) 18-30 [      ] (ii) 31-45 [      ] (iii) 46 & above [      ] 

2. Sex: (i) Male [      ] (ii) Female [      ] 

3. Marital Status: (i) single [      ] (ii) married [      ] (iii) divorced [      ] 

4. Tribe (ethnicity):  (i) Igala [      ] (ii) Ebira [      ] (iii) Okun (iv) 

Others;___________________ 

5. Occupation: (i) Student [      ] (ii) Trader [      ] (iii) Artisan [      ] (iv) Civil servant [      ] (v) 

Unemployed [     ] 

6. Educational status: (i) Primary [      ] (ii) Secondary [      ] (iii) Tertiary [      ]  
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(iv) None [      ] 

SECTION B: Respondentôs personal view 

1. Have you experienced election of any type before? Yes [     ]   No [     ] 

2. If Yes, have you participated in voting during any of these elections? Yes [     ]   No [   ] 

3. What is the most significant factor you look out for in voting a leader during election? 

Contestantôs: 

i. Moral behavior   [      ] 

ii.  Past political achievements  [      ] 

iii.  Philanthropic activity   [      ] 

iv. Academic qualification  [      ] 

v. Ethnicity    [      ] 

vi. Religion    [      ] 

vii.  Age     [      ] 

viii.  Sex     [      ] 

ix. Political partyôs affiliation  [      ] 

x. Manifesto    [      ] 

xi. Others specify________________________________________ 

4. Do you think ethnicity influences electorate choices during voting? Yes [     ]   No [     ] 

Sometimes [     ] 

5. Do ethnicity in anyway influence your choice of leaders during voting? Yes [     ]    

No [     ] Sometimes [      ] 

6. Do you think there are situations that will necessitate you giving preference to voting a 

member of your ethnic nationality during elections? Yes [     ]   No [     ] 

7. If yes, which of the following situation will you consider voting a member of your ethnic 

nationality a priority? 

i. A multi ethnic state with every ethnic group in serious contest for leadership. [    ] 

ii.  When the leadership of the state is not fair in its distribution of the state resources. [    ] 

iii.  When your ethnic group have been marginalized in leadership for long.  [    ] 

iv. Others,specify;___________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________ 

If No, why? 
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i. Only the integrity and programmes of a contestant can bring about development.

 [     ] 

ii.  Ethnic sentiment will affect ones rational sense of assessing contestant. [     ] 

iii.  The political partyôs manifesto is more of a priority.    

 [     ] 

iv. The religion of the contestant stands above his/her ethnicity.   [     ] 

v. Others 

specify:______________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________ 

8. In your opinion, to what extend do ethnicity influence votersô choice during elections? 

i. Very much [      ] 

ii.  Much  [      ] 

iii.  Little  [      ] 

iv. Very little [      ] 

v. Not at all [      ] 

9. What could be the cause of ethnic sentiment in elections?  

i. Ethnocentrism 

ii.  Marginalization of an ethnic group 

iii.  Ethnic bias by leaders in decision making 

iv. Multi ethnic state 

v. Others 

specify;______________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________ 

 

10. What measures can be taken to make electorate objective in their choice of leaders in 

future elections? 

i. Government should make strict laws that will aid the equitable distribution of its 

resources and appointments among all ethnic groups in the state. 

ii.  Enlightenment of electorate on the need to vote for only credible candidates. 

iii.  Government should ensure checks and balances in the policies and programmes of its 

leaders. 

iv. Government should give its public office holders leadership training. 

v. Enforcement of rotational policy of public office. 

vi. Government should design a well structured and funded local government capable of 

implementing capital intensive project so as to reduce the rivalry in the struggle for 

the office of the governor. 

vii.  Others, 

specify:______________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________ 
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CODING OF QUESTIONNAIRE 

ATTRIBUTES/VARIABLES VALUES CODES FREQUENCY 

Age 18-30 Years a 38 

 31-45 Years b 75 

 46 & Above c 39 

Sex Male a 74 

 Female b 78 

Marital status Single a 69 

 Married b 83 

 Divorced c 0 

Tribe (ethnicity) Igala a 51 

 Ebira b 50 

 Okun c 51 

 Others d 0 

Occupation Student a 23 

 Trader b 41 

 Artisan c 27 

 Civil servant d 26 

 Unemployed e 35 

Educational status Primary a 21 

 Secondary b 32 

 Tertiary c 72 

 None d 27 

Have you experienced 

election of any type before?  

Yes a 152 

 No b 0 

If Yes, have you participated 

in voting during any of these 

elections?  

Yes a 152 

 No b 0 

What is the most significant 

factor you look out for in 

voting a leader during 

election? Contestant's; 

Moral behavior a 10 

 Past political achievements b 22 

 Philanthrophic activities c 7 

 Academic qualification d 2 

 Ethnicity e 41 

 Religion f 17 
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 Age g 6 

 Sex h 14 

 Political party's affiliation i 15 

 Manifesto j 8 

 Others k 10 

Do you think ethnicity 

influences electorate choices 

during voting?  

Yes a 69 

 No b 38 

 Sometimes c 45 

Do ethnicity in anyway 

influence your choice of 

leaders during voting? 

Yes a 49 

 No b 31 

 Sometimes c 72 

Do you think there are 

situations that will necessitate 

you giving preference to 

voting a member of your 

ethnic nationality during 

elections?  

Yes a 89 

 No b 63 

If yes, which of the following 

situation will you consider 

voting a member of your 

ethnic nationality a priority? 

A multi ethnic state with every 

ethnic group in serious contest 

for leadership 

a 29 

 When the leadership of the state 

is not fair in its distribution of 

the state resources 

b 37 

 When your ethnic group have 

been marginalized in leadership 

for long. 

c 23 

 Others d 0 

If No, why? Only the integrity and 

programmes of a contestant can 

bring about development. 

a 32 

 Ethnic sentiment will affect 

ones rational sense of assessing 

contestant 

b 11 

 The political partyôs manifesto 

is more of a priority. 

c 12 

 The religion of the contestant 

stands above his/her ethnicity. 

d 5 
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 Others e 3 

In your opinion, to what 

extend do ethnicity influence 

votersô choice during 

elections? 

Very much a 15 

 Much b 87 

 Little c 22 

 Very little d 25 

 Not at all e 3 

What could be the cause of 

ethnic sentiment in elections?  

Ethnocentrism a 33 

 Marginalization of an ethnic 

group 

b 39 

 Ethnic bias by leaders in 

decision making 

c 52 

 Multi ethnic state d 17 

 Others e 11 

 What measures can be taken 

to make electorate objective in 

their choice of leaders in 

future elections? 

Government should make strict 

laws that will aid the equitable 

distribution of its resources and 

appointments among all ethnic 

groups in the state. 

a 43 

 Enlightenment of electorate on 

the need to vote for only 

credible candidates. 

b 36 

 Government should ensure 

checks and balances in the 

policies and programmes of its 

leaders. 

c 6 

 Government should give its 

public office holders leadership 

training. 

d 17 

 Enforcement of rotational 

policy of public office. 

e 39 

 Government should design a 

well structured and funded local 

government capable of 

implementing capital intensive 

project so as to reduce the 

rivalry in the struggle for the 

office of the governor. 

f 11 

 Others g 0 
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