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ABSTRACT
Although, in Nigeria, elections and other elements of liberal democracy have somehow improved for over a decade now, democratic norms and good governance values are increasingly lost to violent conflicts. The paper aims at examining some salient factors responsible for the widespread of conflicts in Nigeria. Using historical and content analysis methods, the paper discovers that Nigeria under democratic era experiences series of conflicts; which are largely created by politically related and instituted imperfections such as bad governance, imposition of unpopular candidates and rigging of elections, lack of full independent electoral commission and judicial system, multiparty system, indiscipline and inexperience political elites, as well as monetized political space and demoralized police force amongst others. It thus concludes that the reopening of the political space in 1999 has seemingly not only closed the chapter for the military rule but also opened another vacuum for the widespread of politically motivated conflicts across the country. Finally, the paper recommends for realistic-indigenous constitutional, electoral, institutional and economic reforms with a view to reducing conflicts and promoting welfare of the majority citizens that are now relegated to a mere puppet on the hands of greedy political elites in the country. 

Key Words: Democracy, Conflicts, Nigerian Economy.

INTRODUCTION
Nigeria is one of the most populous countries in Africa with diverse religio-ethnic and cultural heritage, which for long have become impediments for peace to reign in the country. The struggle among different rival ethnic groups seeking for economic dominance, mismanagement of state resources and massive corruption in the public and private sectors have mostly made crises and conflicts virtually unavoidable (Oritsejafor, n. d.). Although, the nation’s diversity continues to threaten the unity of the country, more often than not political differences mostly hidden under ethno-religious factors played a prominent role in the promotion of conflicts in Nigeria since independence. Today, conflicts have not only become widespread in Nigeria but also threatening the country’s nascent democracy, her unity and peaceful co-existence (Arazeem and Saka, 2007). Abdullahi (2005) cited in Arazeem and Saka (2007) discovered that in Nigeria cases of politically motivated conflicts though rooted by ethno-religious factors included the Census Crisis of 1962/1963, the Action Group crisis of 1962, the 1964 Federal Elections Crisis, the Western Nigeria Elections Crisis of 1965, General Elections Crises of 1979 and 1983 as well the recent 2008 crisis in Plateau state, which was generated by local government elections.


However, diversity may be seen as a necessary but not sufficient condition for the escalation of conflicts in Nigeria. This is simply because empirical evidence indicates that some of the most diverse countries such as Switzerland, Belgium, Malaysia and Tanzania have relative peace and stability, while some of the least diverse ones like Somalia, Rwanda and Burundi amongst others are identified as the most unstable and violent countries (Osaghae and Suberu, 2005).

Conflicts in the Nigerian context therefore can best be understood in line with the aforementioned argument especially as the reopening of the political space and the need to provide democratic dividends (such as social welfare, justice and equity, equal access to resources and power among others) have met with a number of political imperfections particularly bad governance, imposition of unpopular candidates and rigging of elections, lack of full independent electoral commission and judicial system, multiparty system, indiscipline and inexperience political elites as well as monetized political space and demoralized police force, which  converged to make conflicts and violence in the country almost inevitable. For instance, with the return to democracy in 1999, when President Olusegun Obasanjo took over the government, conflict has cleared over 10,000 lives, and rendered over 300,000 people internally displaced (World Bank, 2003). 

It is against this background that the paper attempts to review some salient factors responsible for the widespread of conflicts in Nigeria under the democratic era. The paper is divided into five sections including the introduction. The second section considers the concepts of democracy and conflict. The third section provides theoretical arguments and the fourth one discloses factors responsible for the widespread of conflicts in Nigerian democratic state. Finally, section five concludes the paper. 

CONCEPTS OF DEMOCRACY AND CONFLICT
The term democracy originated from the Greek word – “DEMOS”, which means people and “KRATOS” means rule. Thus, democracy literally means “rule by the people”, which requires effective participation, voting equality, enlightenment, control of agenda and inclusion of adults (Robert, 2000; Egbewole, 2008). It is in this perspective that Aguda (n.d.) cited in Egbewole (2008) describes democracy as a form of government where the people directly take decisions by themselves without representation as in the Greek City States or indirectly by representation as observe in most of the democratic states today. However, for democracy to be described as “government of the people by the people” then it must serve as a means to satisfying people interest through free and fair election, freedom of expression, equal access to power and state resources, even though now a days democracy has become just as an avenue for political elites to achieve their selfish ends rather than to speak and govern on behalf and in the interests of their own people (Lewis and Bratton, 2000). This unfortunate scenario contributes voters’ to loose confidence on the political appointees and of course democracy, which in some instances even, generates conflict. This also underscores the need to look at the concept of conflict as below:


Conflict is part of human existence that arises from fundamental or incidental cross purposes. Weber (1971) cited in Arazeem and Saka (2007) defines conflict as any action which is intentionally targeted at carrying out actor’s own interest against the resistance of the other party or parties, even though Coser (1966) (also cited in Arazeem and Saka, 2007) sees it as a struggle over status, power, and resources in which the primary objectives of the parties involved are not only to gain the desired value but also to neutralize, injure or eliminate rivals. This implies that conflict entails struggle and rivalry for material and non-material objects to which individuals, groups or parties attach value (Arazeem and Saka, 2007). However, conflicts are in different forms such as ethnic, religious, cultural, social, regional, communal (sub-ethnic) conflicts and complex conflicts involving more than one identity, namely, ethno-regional conflicts, ethno-religious conflicts, and ethno-cultural conflicts (Osaghae and Suberu, 2005). Regardless of its types, conflicts mostly constitute threats to democracy and its dividends as seen in the next section.

THEORETICAL CONSIDERATION ON DEMOCRACY AND CONFLICTS
There are three broad opposing views pertaining to democracy and its impact. These views include “comparability perspective”, “conflict perspective”, and “skeptical perspective”. These perspectives are discussed below:

The comparability perspective is advocated by a school of economists and political scientists that considers democracy as having a beneficial effect on growth both directly and indirectly (Abeyasinghe, 2004). To proponents of the comparability perspective, democracy is an independent variable and economic development as dependent. According to them, liberal democracy provides the basic foundation for economic development through libertarian values such as freedom of speech and association, the rule of law, multiparty system and free and fair elections, implementation of popular policies, the protection of human rights and equal access to power and resources (Adejumobi, 2000; Abeyasinghe, 2004).

The proponents of comparability perspective such as Dorn et al (2005) cited in Oyelere (2007) disclose a relationship between democracy and perceived subjective wellbeing. In a cross-national analysis covering 28 countries, using data from the 1998 International Social Survey Program (ISSP) Dorn et al (2005) for instance, find a positive and significant relationship between the two variables even when other aspects such as culture and income are controlled.  In Africa, the proponents of comparability view also used a period between 1965 to 1990 to countries like Botswana and Mauritius who have had stable liberal democratic polity and Congo and Nigeria as non-democratic states (then) in which they discovered that the former had the rate of growth of the Gross National Product (GNP) per capita of 8.4% and 3.2% respectively, which were much better than that of the latter that were found at -2.2% and 0.1% respectively (Adejumobi, 2000).


On the contrary, the conflict perspective is supported by a school of thought particularly Maxists, maintains that democracy has a negative effect on growth. Nelson and Singh (1998) cited in Abeyasinghe (2004) observed that the defenders of this view pointed out countries such as Hong Kong, Singapore, and Taiwan, which witnessed “super growth” despite the fact that their governments were authoritarian in nature. Thus, the proponents of conflict perspective are optimistic that democratization is a major cause of rising conflicts in Africa as the opening of democratic space makes divergence and growing interests, rising demand, collapse of some institutions and systems as well as violent conflicts inevitable (Olayode, 2007). Thus, the advocates of this view provided a paradox that democratization opens the space for the resurgence of ethnicity, which may bring intensified competition or conflict especially as the competing groups relying on ethnic-driven politics may result in violent conflict and instability. They discovered that such violence may take over the transition either from the start up stage as in countries such as Angola, Bosnia, Congo-Brazzaville or Somalia, or occur after democratic institutions have been introduced as in Sierra Leone, Nigeria, Liberia, Rwanda and the Central Africa Republic. They further added that conflicts may also be generated and developed when such set institutions have failed to address the fears of politically excluded groups as in northern Uganda and Niger Delta region in Nigeria (Olayode, 2007). Therefore, conflicts in those areas may be seen as a product of mal-distribution of income and resources in favour of ruling class and their capitalist associates (Oyelere, 2007; Osinubi and Osinubi, 2006).

On the other hand, the skeptical view doubts the existence of a viable statistical relationship between democracy and economic development. As such to the supporters of this particular view, the nature of a political regime may not necessarily determine the rate of economic growth and development in a country (Abeyasinghe, 2004). They further added that authoritarian regimes with sound economic discipline and structural reforms could witness high economic growth in their countries (Adejumobi, 2000). For this very reason the skeptics have concluded that political stability or economic development is not necessarily a function of democracy as evident in democratic Sri Lanka (Abeyasinghe, 2004). However, this paper adopts the conflicts perspective because Nigeria has failed to maintain peace and sustainable growth in her domain since return democracy from1996 to date. Now a look at some salient factors that tend to generate conflicts in democratic Nigeria as in the section below:

FACTORS RESPONSIBLE FOR THE SPREAD OF CONFLICTS IN NIGERIAN DEMOCRATIC STATE
The return to democracy in Nigeria in May 1999 has met with escalation of violence and conflicts, which the paper describes as the product of political imperfections particularly bad governance, imposition of unpopular candidates and rigging of elections, lack of full independent electoral commission and judicial system, multiparty system, indiscipline and inexperience political elites, monetized political space and demoralized police force amongst others. These are discussed below:


In Nigeria, since return to democracy in May, 1999, the demand for inclusion into governance has substantially increased and the politics of exclusion or elimination is also equally expanded simply because business of politics is considered as the easiest way to make a good life (Obi, 2004). Consequently, a new incompetent and inexperience generation of political class mainly nurtured during military era, with little or no regards for democratic norms and values emerged. Being guided by their selfish interests and principle of inclusion/exclusion coupled with level of poverty and illiteracy in the country, this group of political class has for long mobilize and deploy Nigerian masses in their rivalries and violent struggles for access to power and resources (Obi, 2004). Today, the element of this self centered behaviour of political elites can be seen in Northern and Central parts as well as Niger Delta region of the country where politically motivated conflicts cleared many lives and property, with many people rendered homeless and displaced. The recent conflicts in Plateau, owing to local governments election is a good example. More often, these conflicts tend to be organized around non-negotiable identity claims, which are mostly politicized and worsened by democracy (Olayode, 2007). This is so as political elites tend to manipulate ethnic identities in their quest for power, and they construct ethnic conflict (Osinubi and Osinubi, 2006). Bad governance and lack of distributive justice rendered agricultural sector and rural people in the country at disadvantage since the era of oil boom (1970s) to date. As a result, rural-urban drift, extreme poverty and food insecurity become widespread and going by the saying that “a hungry man is an angry man” conflict in the country become almost inevitable (Ogen, 2007; Oritsejafor, n. d.). Unfortunately, with the evils of hungry and poverty becoming increasingly rampant in the country, owing to bad governance conflicts also become well grounded. This is simply because of the saying that a hungry and poor man is an angry person and thus aggressiveness and conflicts amongst common but angry Nigerians are generated by Nigerian bad leaders and of course governance. In Nigeria not only do the massive looting and blatant squandering of public resources are common but governance is also turned into a family business (Vanguard, May 9, 1999 cited in Oritsejafor, n. d.).


Ethnic conflict though mostly politically inclined but some times is produced by insecurity that emerges when an actor is unsecured of the intentions of another actor and the two are already mutually hostile (Horowitz, 1998 cited in Osinubi and Osinubi, 2006). Likewise, the use of political offices as tools for the widespread of conflicts is no longer contestable in Nigeria as same was witnessed in many parts of the country including Plateau state (Crowell, 2003). Unfortunately, in Nigeria as in other parts of African continent there is rising tide of criminality largely caused by democracy, which a demoralized, poorly recruited and led, and corrupt police force cannot controlled (Weatherbee, n. d.). Owing to this, the number of political murders have substantially increased, with the killing of the Minister for Justice and Attorney General of the federation (Bola Ige) and wife of Abubakar Rimi as just few out of many (Obi, 2004).     


Similarly, the conflict of 7th September, 2001, May, 2004, and recently in 2008 in Plateau state, which led to the killing of thousand lives and destruction of property worth millions of naira, also disclosed the inherent inability of Nigerian police force to guarantee domestic security (Mohammed, 2005). This has led to the formation of so many militia groups and other acts of self-defense by the politicians, which made conflicts in democratic Nigeria almost inevitable (Weatherbee, n. d.). The widespread of militant groups such as Area Boys in Hausa land, and O’Odua People’s Congress in Yoruba land that have since become threats to democracy itself is already acknowledged by some state governments when they donated some facilities to police force, which the latter is expected to pay for the good gesture done them. This has significantly increased the widespread of conflicts in the country.
Bad governance indicates absence of political will or capacity, or both to move the economy towards the realization of goals of good governance such as accountability, transparency, and social justice amongst others (Weatherbee, n. d.). Democracy in Nigeria encourages bad governance especially as the Nigerian corrupt political elites (legislators) have failed to correct the inherent weaknesses contain in the constitution particularly the issues to do with amnesty given to some political appointees during their tenures and freedom of information. This has significantly promoted corruption among politicians, concentration of resources among few citizens, poverty, unemployment, and even conflicts in the country especially during the democratic era. A World Bank estimate has indicated that 80% of energy revenues benefit only 1% of the Nigerian population, owing to massive corruption in the country (Odularu, 2007). Widespread of conflicts, kidnapping and hostage taking among others are not only gradually becoming common but also threatening the political and economic stability of the country (Oritsejafor, n. d.). 


Imposition of unpopular candidates and rigging of elections, which mostly create violence and conflicts, are becoming increasingly rampant in Nigerian democracy. Political parties through manipulation of their delegates and “godfatherism” do impose candidates who are mostly unpopular and unacceptable by electorates thereby creating a tendency for conflict explosion. However, bitter disagreements between incumbents and godfathers as evident in states such as Kwara, Anambra, and Oyo, at times metamorphosized into conflicts (Carl Le Van, 2006). The choice of unpopular candidates at the party level often provides an avenue for an organized massive electoral fraud in order to deprive Nigerian citizens of their constitutionally given right to free and fair elections (Ibrahim, 2007). Nigerian people have for long lost confidence on Nigerian type of democracy and become discouraged by these unethical practices, which give chance for their mandate to be stolen and a government with limited credibility and legitimacy to emerge (Ibrahim, 2007). In fact, it was owing to this crisis of confidence particularly in Hausa land that new phases such as “kasa tsare” (count and protect your vote), “raka, kare, har mutuwa” (escort, protect your vote as your life depends on it), have become popular and created tendency for conflicts to emerge and spread, even though it helped voters in securing their electoral mandate in states like Kano, Bauchi, and even Sokoto more especially during the 1999 election. 


Moreover, rigging and others forms of electoral fraud are manifestation of lack of full independent electoral commission and judicial system in the country, which also opens room for the emergence and spread of conflicts in the democratic Nigeria. As Obasanjo could not get his elongation ambition realized he has resorted to using the so-called Independent National Electoral Commission (INEC) and the Economic and Financial Crimes Commission (EFCC) to pursue political opponents, which led to the disqualification of many of them. Consequently, the campaigns during the 2007 election were characterized by maiming, killings, destruction of property and other types of acrimonies (Egbewole, 2008).  After the election, there were so many petitions and complaints by voters and contestants whose mandates were stolen either through violence and conflicts or “cash and carry politics and the Nigerian judiciary having marginalized by the executive made little effort in regaining them their stolen mandate (Egbewole, 2008). 

Finally, the participation of over fifty registered political parties during the 2007 election not only meant considerable expansion of the political space for the contestants but also increase in conflicts in the country (Ibrahim, 2007). Apart from being costly for government, multiparty system of politics creates a chance for the emergence of mushrooms political parties, with out clear vision and mission for the country. Instead they tend to see democracy as a die or do affair thereby creating conflicts in order to hide their inherent inability to contest for the election (Obi, 2004). Certainly, the reviewed salient factors explained the real genesis behind the widespread of conflicts all over the country since return to democratic dispensation in May, 1999. Recently, General Aziza has disclosed to the public that even the more disturbing issue of Boko Haram is a product of PDP. This is not surprising as the level of unemployment has been raising through the PDP regimes (CBN., 2011).

CONCLUDING REMARKS
From the foregoing review it can be concluded that in Nigeria the return to democracy in 1999 has undoubtedly not only closed the chapter for the military rule but also opened another era for the re-emergence and widespread of politically motivated conflicts across the country. It also be concluded that the conflicts being experienced by Nigerian democratic state were largely attributed to political imperfections such as bad governance, imposition of unpopular candidates and rigging of elections, lack of full independent electoral commission and judicial system, multiparty system, indiscipline and inexperience political elites, as well as monetized political space and demoralized police force amongst others. Owing to these, the paper recommended for realistic indigenous constitutional, electoral, institutional and economic reforms that would bring sanity into democratic process and governance in order to guarantee welfare for the majority citizens that are now living below the poverty line, which made them to become a mere puppet on the hands of greedy political class. The reforms have become necessary in order to change the ugly picture of the Nigerian type of democracy with an eye to making it relevant for managing rather than promoting conflicts and violence, which has since become impediment to peace, growth and sustainable development of the nascent democracy and its dividends in the country.
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