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ABSTRACT

Political violence in Nigeria has become a regular feature in Nigeria most especially during

election periods in Nigeria. The phenomenon has attracted scholarly attention because of

the consequences and effects of the phenomenon. This research is aimed at exposing the

factors responsible for youth political violence in Nigeria and in Zamfara state in

particular. The research -makes use of both secondary and primary sources of data and

employs the elite theory and synchronic approach. The research finds out that youth are

being manipulated by the political elites to cause violence during election periods for their

personal gain. Other factors contributing to youth violence in Zamfara state are poverty,

unemployment religion and poor educational background. Also the research finds out that

political violence is inevitable in every society as long as politics continue to exist most

especially in the underdeveloped/developing·countries. The research concludes that, there

is need for more creation of employment opportunity, re-evaluating of poverty alleviation

strategies in the state. wealth generation, educational improvement both in quality and

access in other to minimize the chances of youth participation in political violence in

Zamfara state. The research recommends that adequate political education and orientation

should be seriously emphasized by the electoral body (!NEC) and mass media regularly,

the government of the state should enhance the educational standard, facilities and quality

of the state education by making the youth their most priority and in minimizing youth

participation in political violence in Zamfara state. Finally, the research recommends that

effective and efficient political consensus and dialogue should be the way out among

political interest groups and individuals and not violence.
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CHAPTER ONE

GENERAL INTRODUCTION

1.1 Background of the Study

The Nigerian state is not new to electoral violence which can be trace as far back as the

pre-independence elections. The Nigeria political scene has experienced political violence

of varying degrees. Contestants in Nigeria can go to any length to rig and win elections

even if it means to break the state monopoly of violence to deployed terror to win election

(Ladan-Baki, 2016). Election all over the world is viewed as a peaceful means of electing

leaders and government officials into governments so ·as to push the demands and needs of

the people into a high level of policy making. This is periodically conducted through free

and fair electoral credos.

Youth participation in political violence has disrupted the electoral processes in Nigeria. It

has been ingrained as normal political life of Nigerians. It is viewed as a formula of

changing government in Nigeria. Political violence did not just start in 2011 and 2015

elections in Nigeria. it origin can be traced to the development of Clifford constitution of

1922. The constitution came with the ideal of electoral principles which gave room for

voting ... and also paving way for politicking in the Nigeria polity (Ladan-Baki, 2016). The

2011 presidential election was described as "a do or die affair" within the holistic context

of Nigeria. Violence en¡pted in the Northern states of Nigeria such as Kano, Kaduna.

katsina. Bauchi, Bomo. Gmnbe, Jigawa, Adamawa. Niger, Sokoto. Yobe, and Zamfara
.

.

state. Relief officials estimate that more than 65.000 people were displaced as a result



(peace and security working group. 2015). Political Violence was also recorded in the case

of 2015 election. Political. violence does not only refers to political crisis and killings of

opposition members alone but it also involves _snatching of ballot bo_xes during election,

kidnapping of opposition members. thugery, imposition offear by thugs, underage voting,

threatening of electo rat? to cast their votes for certain party, voters manipulation and

bribery and so on.

Zamfara state as a political entity is populated with the Hausa and Fulani people. The area

as it is called today Zamfara state was one of the old Hausa city-states and the earliest

inhabitants of Zamfara state were belief to be hunters. They established their first

settlement at Dutsi which was the first capital of Zamfara state. Later as centuries past

through the invasion of the colonial masters, Gusau became an important commercial and

administrative center. Contemporarily, the people of Zamfara state have over the years

struggled for autonomy. not until l 996 under the military regime of late General Sani

Abacha caved the state from the present Sokoto state. Zamfara state landmarks covers 38,

.
.

418 square kilometers. Zam fara is bordered in the North by Nigec Republic, South by

Kaduna state. East by katsina state. and in the West by Sokoto state and Niger state. By the

official relief figure of 2006 census, Zamfara state is said to have M3, 278, 873 people

from it Í4 Local govcmment areas. The state is spitted to !47 Registration Wards, three (3)

senatorial district and seven (7) federal constituencies (National Bureau of Statistics).

Zamfara state is not left out in terms of political violence and electoral violence perpetrated

by youth. Relatively? the elites are responsible for sponsoring such political violence by

using the youth as instrument for winning political power in thé state. It is premised that

this research seeks to know the factors responsible and consequences of youth violent

2
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participation in the 2011 and 2015 general elections in Zamfara state. Major political

parties in Zamfara state were ANPP. now APC and PDP. From the inception of democratic

rule in the state, ANPP has held the governorship position in the state which later·merges

with other three political parties in Nigeria to fonn the almighty alliance that produced All

Progressive Congress (APC). In 2011 it was recorded that there were electoral violence in

Tsafe, Gusau, and Bakura LGAs. Violent angry youths targeted religious houses and

shops, especially in Tsafe and Gusau (peace and security working group, 2015). Following

the pre-election violence of 2015. on the 12'h march. 201S, _the National Emergency

Management Agency (NEMA), organized a one day works?op
on sensitization and

awareness campaign on dangers surrounding electoral violence by the youth. Political

elites mobilized W1employed youths. often along ethnic, religious and party affiliations, as

important violent arsenal. This research work is premised to discuss youth and political

violence in Nigeria: a comparative study of 2011 and 2015 general elections in Zamfara

state.

1.2 Statement of the Problem

Political violence over the years has destroyed many lives and properties worth millions of

Naira in Nigeria. The phenomena have caused the country a huge lost of human resources

and infrastructures. After every four years_
in Nigeria, political vjolent seem to be a regular

feature of the Nigeria· electoral process. Every past election in Nigeria is often

characterized by violence. It has disrupted many electoral processes in Nigeria. It has break

ties between and among ethnic groups and individuals. Youth political violence has led to

the killing and homelessness of lives, it has destroyed national resources that worth billions

of Naira. Electoral violence does not just destroy the people but it also destroys the nation



as a whole, He states that the state becomes backward and evens the economy (Ladan-baki,

2016).He concludes that
investors

have
deserte? the northern part of the country and have

fled to neighboring states to set up their business. Zamfara state ru¡ one of the states in

Nigeri? is not an exception and the question is "how can this problem be solved or

minimized in Nigeria and Zamfara state in particular?"

1.3 Research Questions

This section of the research covers questions that demand answers in this work. This

includes;

? What are the factors responsible for youth participation in political violence in

Zamfara state''

? What has been tke effect of youth political violence on the socio-economic and

political development of Zam fara state?

?
·

What is the dominant form of youth political violence in the polity of Zamfara

state?

? What are the differences and similarities recorded between the 2011 arid 2015

general elections violence in Zamfara state?

? How can youth political violence be solved or minimize in Zamfara state?

I.4 Objectives of the Research

The general objective of this research is to examine youth and political violence in Nigeria:

with a comparative study-of201 l and 2015 general election in Zamfara state. Meanwhile,

the specific objectives are;

4



• To explore factors responsible for youth participation in political violence m

Zamfara state.

• To explore the effect of the phenomenon on Zamfara state electoral processes and

human resources.

• To identify the dominant form of political violence within the polity of Zarnfara

state.

• To identify the differences and similarities recorded between the 2011 and 2015

general election violence in Zamfara state.

• To proffer a workable solution or a method of minimizing youth political violence.

l.? Justification of the Research

It is important to understand that over seventeen ( 17) years of the fourth republic, the

political system of Nigeria still suffers democratic deficit. The political system of Zamfara

state is faced with political instability, poverty issues, unemployment, lack of quality and

credible leadership, poor political culture and poor infrastructural development. The study

of youth violence in Zainfara state in 2011 and 2015 general election, will serve as a

cumulative instrument w· knowledge. The research will help in uncovering the democratic

challenges confronting the state. The research is important because it will serve as a policy

guide for policy makers. The research will be valuable and source of reference for others

whom will love to make research on topics related to this research project.

1.6 Assumption of the research

¦ The factors responsible for youth political violent partiqipation in Zamfara state

have economic, political, and religious undertone.



• The phenomenon of youth political violent participation in Zamfara state has

affected the electoral process of the state and has hindered the state from achieving

democratization.

The differences and the similarities of casualties recorded dw-ing the 2Ô! I and

2015 general elections in Zamfara state has two dimension: first, the differences

can tell us that there are different ?ethod used in deployi?g political violence in the

state. Secondly. the similarity gives us a conclusion that youth participation in

political violence in Zam fara state is used as a means for winning political power.

• There has never been any case of youth political violence in Zamfara state.

1.8 Scope and Limitation of the Study

Youth political violence in Nigeria is complex and multi-dimension in scope and in

content. As such the scope covers intellectual. political, and economic dimension of youth

political violence in Nigeria with a comparative study of 201 I and 2015 general election in

Zamfara state. lntdlectual dimension connotes the corpus of youth violent participation

thought in terms of why youth participate in political violence? Political dimension deals

with how youth violence has disrupted electoral processes. The economic dimension deals

with economic factors influencing youth participation in political violence.

The research is to cover Zamfara state. Generally, Zamfara state has 14 local governments'

areas and three (3) local governments will be studied. Out of th¡; three (3) senatorial

distric_ts (west, south and central} one ( 1) local government from the three senatorial

districts will be studied. This research will make use of qualitative method but depending

largely on primary and secondary source of data collection by studying three local

6



governments in Zamfara state which will represent the popula.tion of study. Each local

government represents the totality of a particular senatorial district in Zarnfara state.

The limitation of this stu.Iy lies within the assessment of data and infonnation from where

ever necessary. The cost implication of transportation and sincere responds from

respondents, assessing some important political personnel in the state and the time frame

for the completion of the study is a huge challenge to this research.

1.9 DEFINITION OF CONCEPTS

1.9.1 Youth

The concept of youth cannot be clearly defined rather it can be understood through certain

characteristics. Therefore. a youth can be described as a young vibrant person who falls

within the age of 15-26.

1.9.2 Political violence

Political violence is a violent activity or an action that seeks to disorganize and distort the

political process which is geared towards certain interest or political gains. Political

violence is often aimed to threaten and frightening oppositions. It can only be understood

from Its objective point of view.The objectives can be achieved through "overt" or "tacit".

The overt political violence sought to kilt and destroyed infrastructures.life's and

properties which often involve the use of thugs, while the tacit political violence includes

underage voting, inflation and deflation of electoral figures, snatching of ballot boxes,

manipulation of results etc which involve the use of electorates, electoral officers and

security personnel's for political power gain. Thus it.will not be an over statement to say

that "power is the sole determinant of political violence".

7



1.9.3 Electoral violence

Political violence is also an imperative concept in this research which need

operational?tion. Thus, electoral violence can be understood from its objective point of

view. ln order word, electoral violence is goal oriented. Virtually all electoral violence is

aim at destroying the electora\ process for certain gain. This usually takes place during

elections periods. Electora\ violence often matured into political violence in society. This

is because it leads to oppbsition and confrontation between two or more group of people in

a political system.

1.10 ORGANIZATION OF CHAPTERS

,;t'
f¡,

r

1.10.1 Chapter one

The study utilizes five (5) chapters. chapter one covers general introduction/background of

the study. statement of the problem. research questions. aims and objectives of the

research, justification of the research, proposition. methodology, scope and limitation,

operationalization
of concept. and organization of chapters.

1.10.2 Chapter two ·

•

reviewwhich includes the conc.eptualization of youth,

Chapter two covers lit(;'rature

. .
. . d ¡

t ral violence, causes of political violence and implication of

political vwlence, an e ec 0

electoral violence.

1.10.3 Chapter three

8



,. .

of this?chapter is methodology. The chapter explores tbe follo?;

50?<,£data, the study population. sample size, method of collée1ing data and method of

da??ysis.

1.tM Chapter four

The ?hapter four of this research project covers analysis and presentáÚQll f:!t,?
_,;.;:-?;.

focus is on historical evolution of political violence. overview of the 20U .--4:,_.:;:
. ·"ii

general election in Zamfara state. effect. factors responsible for political viol? m.-.·.
;,

Zamfara state, consequences. comparison of 2011 and 2015 general elections in Zam:fiua

state.

1.10.5 Chapter five

Th?hapter concludes the research by looking at findings of the research, conclusion and

recommendations.

r
1/1
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CHAPTERTWO

2.0 l,JTERATURE REVIEW AND THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

Youth _violence in the polity of Nigeria has affected electoral ?.·. ç.d Qllll .put ffllll'lY

lives at stake in the co;ntry. Youth violenc? is a multi-faceted pb? M -?

divergent dimension of it result There are f: d

·

•'-a•

.

·

..

·""'
..

?···.:
.

•

..

·

•"''
• many actors an reasons ....... ?:??·• •. , .•

for youth violence. The aim is to review existing literature and see which gap can?-·
:

.

·(•.
•·:.· •f;?f

COCEPTUALIZA TION

2.1 Youth

Youth is a broad based concept that encompasses so many definitions but I will try as

much as possibleto stay with the conventional international definition. Just as it is difficult

to define some social conceptsin the same manner biological classification places

limitations in classifying youth within a social context. According to (Adamu and

Maiangwa, 2015), Youth as a social concept underscore personality a'ttributes; high mental'

wellbeing, skill, energy, as tutees, strength, readiness, exploration, adventurism, among

others. The definition of Adarnu and Maiangwa from above can be more of describing who

a youth is instead of defining a youth. Another scholar on tire economic rating and

production within the system, Professor Akpan H. Ekpo. an economist defined youths as

b th S Of ¡ 7 and 35 years. In this connection, they are supposed or in

persons etween e age

i,/ li b ·ng able to give and take the best society can offer (Dominic,

1ac.t are strong as we as e1

;.'_
.

.
, -1 t· n defines youths as people between the ages of 18 and 30

Ji'.!15). The N1genan Const! u !O

, 1,i>
18 years. one can contest or vote for an elective

_'"'
4,. !°ªt explains the fact thªt at

.

--------__J 10

11;,



póPion or office in governance. ln terms of interaét.ion.,. fü WmW F?l llP(ly.

p?on of International Football Association FIFA? you.tbs¥ pllOple ?
the ages of 17 and 20 years (Niyi, 2011; Ekpo, 2011; FIFA. 19U; ?
Constitution).Youths according to the United Nations (UN} are tlÍoso penol'$ ?,ll!!II,

age of 15 and 24 years. The broader use of the tenn underscores 11iê'lilill?? .
. ...

·J;,. ; '.", -,?··.r:.'· ?

programmes to focus. less on age and more on recognizing the specific dej'
·

·: '}i!:?/r
•. ?:!

of people as they transit from childhood to adulthood (UN 2010). By thls

can be any person on tho! stage of transition to ·adulthood who also is dependent Dt(.
,

. .Jl

for means of survival. shelter and other necessitiesof life. An?ther erudite sêhô,.¡tl'
(Kenniston, 1971 ), refers to youth as representing a period between adolescence antl" ·

adulthood in a post-modern era, He stress emphatically that it is a new stage oflife which,

millions of young people are known to have entered today. The United Nations Children·

Education Fund, UNICEF ( 1972) observes that those between the age of 15 and 25 years

are best described as youth. Johnson ( cited in Abhuere, 2000), on the other hand ar¡ued

that while leadership of youth programmes has no upper age limit, their membership has in

real practice covered persons of over 35-45 years old. Berger (1972) also insisted that

youth cuts across age. pointing to culture ?s
the.

major issue that ;eally matters, adding that

h "
1

uth•ful and exhibits such qualities as spontaneity, impulsiveness,
anyone w o ,ee s yo ,

.

energy, etc. should be considered as a youth. For (Umar, 2016), agrees that, Many others

.

d h
'"

, uth" should just be viewed as a transitional stage in life

have conceptualtze t at ) 0

. d ¡ h od rather than as a rigid construct based on age. From the

?een childhood and a u 1 0 .

th annot be clearly defined rather it can be understood

(9rego}ng, the concept of you e

11

¡,_



iliroU!lhcertain characteristics and d • .

escnption. Therefore, a ywth can be described as a

young vibrant person whe falls within the age of 13-59 years.

2.2 Violence

Having defined youth, it is pertinent to define violence and restate *. in ?
constitutes youth violence. The concept violence like youth lends itself?.?
interpretations. To avoid confusion in defining and reviewing the term 'violence' m: ?- ·.?\.·\ '.

' ??- :ii,? ?-,

study, we shall deploy the use of Corsini·s (1999) definition which sees violence ll:101' !!I ·-? \·
?

'

"the expression of hostility and rage through physical force directed against a person or

property". Also. Social psychologists Sigmund Freud, John Dollard and the host of others

theories stressed that violence is an outcome of frustration which might long overdue as a

result of certain deprivation. discrimination or alienation which certain individuals have

entertained for a long period of time (cited in Maiangwa, 2014). Another scholar considers

violence as "the illegitimate and unauthorized use of force to effect decisions against the will or

desires of other people in the society"(Wolf. 1969). According to (Ikyase and Ebgeri, 201S) in

Review of Public Administration and Management Vol. 4, No. &.Violence could be an

instrument employed by non-governmental organizations, individuals and groups to press

forward their demands.

2.3 Youth violence

·

. . d th t this study conveniently define youth violence as essentially a

Agamst this backgroun ,
ª

•h.
. k to cause havoc to the status quo through different means.

di:viant group of people t at see ·

·

.
-

1
e is demonstrative of profo14nd deviant characteristics,

lrt essence, therefore, youth vJO enc ·

,)5
1

·tuation. making youth become directly liable to being

?h further suggest an abnonna s1

;{?:,
-?"" 12



•r?!?
},.t·
?');;¡,

Í,l#Olved in a series of illeg J

•
·ª or anti-soc1alactivities (Umar, 2016). Yooth violence, as used

udhis study refers to ab I
·

-
' nonna Practices of youth behavior apinst political pl'OQeS$. Th\1$

the várious dimension which youth violence occur includes; ethnic identity, elite ?
and socio-economic conditions and political violence. Nachana'• and Yusuf. -

(JO.IS)

conclude that youth in N' ·
'

d
· · - ·..,,i.,..A ...,igena s emocratic environment are often IIIIIIU..-,.-., "!If

political elites to pérpetr:te violent conflict fo? their benefits ?d in this ?-?
more of victims of violent conflicts th.an perpetrators. Fro? the following villWS j.
scholars, Dominic. (2015) opined that ..

Nigerian youth have become associated will

political violence because of the economic and social condition of the environmentJ,

According to Olusegun Adeniyi on Thisday newspapers 22 September, 2016 asserts thiú

''Nigeria is currently engulted in a major crisis of intergroup relations that are rooted in the

politics of economic survival but which is easily exploited by the elite". He also state that

Youth violence therefore condones a reaction through the use of force owing to frustration

and despair to draw attention of the authorities (government) to their needs or change the

course of action of gov?mment seen as inimjcal for development. Militias in Nigerian

polity are made up of youths David, (2015_)-
He further argued, flence, having a large pool

d f I Yed youths becomes an imperative strategy, and is more beneficial to
an army o unemp o ·

• •

1. d h
·

associates the political elites often manipulate unemployed
pohncal e 1tes an t e,r .. ·

.

1.

. th
·

e and other cleavages that best serve their political aJT1bitions
youths usmg re 1g10us. e 111

(David, 2015). And according to Onwudiwe and Berwind-Dart. (2011) agree that

¡¡ d a ready supply of unemployed men. frequently youths,
politicians and party bosses oun

.

-

hange for pay and fire power. According to Umar,

willing to perpetrate v10Jence !TI exc

,, ,,, wn to defend their own ethnic base or political ideologies
JOt6) young people may be dra

13'



=

through the use of violence u ad .
· mar vanced his opinion that, as a Dlt/ffl1S of maintaining

eJCisting bodies expected! ¡
•

Y emp oy strategies of recruiting margina!izm YOllllf,l people and

socializing them in norms of
·

1

·vio ence. It 1s also agreed by scholus that most youth.did m>t

understand tbe meaning of politics, hut that the only language they understand and ?t
is the pendulum swing against them, meaning that when they fail to achieve thllir tlim.

either during electioneering campaign or voting periods, they alter the coutse of p.ollllill

through violence.

2.4 Electoral violence

Thus all previous elections conducted after independence in Nigeria .where marked out by

widespread violence. intimidation. bribery. and corruption just to maintain or wrench

power (Sule, 2009). For Ladan-Baki. (2016). 2011 election was a do or die affair. Jgbuzor,

defines electoral violence as: ·any act of violence perpetuated in the course of political

activities, including pre, during and post election periods, and may include any of the

following acts: thuggery. use of force to disrupt political meetings or voting at polling

stations, or the use of dangerous weapons to intimidate voters and other electoral process

or to cause bodily hmm or injury to any person connected with electoral (Igbuzor, 2010).

Another scholar posits that, electoral violence is synonymously used as political violence,

I
•

h ki"dnapping etc spontaneous or not, which occur before, during
ootmg, arson, t uggery,?

·

I
·

(11 f' ·e 7006) It is clear that lack of mentoring has left the youth
and after every e ect1on u oy -

- ·

· aodfathers who exploit the lapse to achieve their selfish
at the mercy of fate and salame "'

.
·

. th vouths to participate in unleashing terror through
goals, one of which is to mcitc e '

1.

· this electoral violence affects the entire credibility
electoral violence. She further exp ams, ·

·t nd wanton destruction of properties....
,

erode

ó. democratic system, human secun y ª

JiL
?7-;_

14



the ciedibility of the rule of law d
.

.an impacting negatively in democratic activities. We

ne¢ to know that the goal f
· · ·

0 mcitmg any form of political violence is to disrupt the

electoral process and poritical
·

.

campaigns or to repress voterS' tumout and there by deu.y

the legitimacy opposing points of view.

2.5 Political violence

Political violence is a broad term used to describe violence perpetrated by either?? ,_'f;-.; ,;, :;,.,

governments to achieve political goals. Many groups and individuals believe thatJl111;f\

political systems will never respond to their demands. As a result, they believe ?i

violence is not only justified but also necessary in order to achieve their political

objectives. Political violence can take a number of forms. Political violence varies widely

in form, severity. and practice. Political violence (in types) includes state actors violence

and non-state actors participating in the act· of political violence. Maiangwa, (2014)

considers terrorism as the highest fon11 of political violence. Terrorism as a form of

political violence is usually perpetrated by the weaker side of a conflict, and so may also

fall under violence between a state and non-state actor. The United States Department of

Defense however defines terrorism as. "the calculated use of unlawful violence or threat of

unlawful violence to inculcate fear; intended to coerce or to intimidate governments or

Pursul·t of goals that are generally political, religious, or ideological."
societies in the

!'f I violence refers to all collective attacks within a political

According to ( Gurr, I 970). pot tea

. .

· it, actors including competing political groups as well as

community against the pol1t1cal regime, s

.
. . ¿· , 0 Anifowosc, ( 1982) is the use of or threat of physical

incumbents or its pohc1es. Accor mg t
.

• •

d'
·

d ¡ais within· a political system against another

act, carried out by individual or lil !VI l .

· ·

..),. .

. with the intent to cause injury or death to persons,

;

dual or groups and property• _

?

? ?-------15



"'"<I·
?:?;

.

·. ,:ir.'·

'.?e:,?-·"" .. .
•·· •···,. '

.

..a mums ·

.. ? tWf!HJ?!,'#llt
.·.·

,,

•·••.

tance, unplementation, and et'fa:tslíaiintnriffl!'iiiâ·'.··"
"

?¡j¡¡i'ijno(lify or change the beh . ..

·
· ,:·

·
· .": '

av10r of others iniM-.

politi.?system. David, (2015) assert that political¡?/
drivet! in the society like social d'

. . . .

·

IVISIOn, nuhtaril.l!,ÜOD¡.

competition and the emergence of eth
·

d
. . . . , i \

•
me an

_sectanan
nuhtlll!· Ut,t1Hil W¦

rationalize military spending and repressive apparatus to forcefully h_o!ll.dif1

bounds of order. Dominic asserts that. political violence may take the W?.
torture, kidnapping. killing by any means. destruction of property, blocking ?\?

Political violence could take two dimensions that are pre-electoral violence ?.-JÍ!III
•

r¡

eiectbral violence (Tamuno, 1991 ). This political violent can take place before or aftof·ílt

election. Ikyase and Egberi went further to state that; "The pre-electoral violence ?I
.

occur where electoral laws or provisions arc seen to favor a particular candidate a\,.'.

expense of the other. It could also occur when a particular candidate is over-ambiti??
perhaps sees the signals that he may likely lose the election to the opponent. Post-elect<lfât

violence on the other hand, may be spontaneous. It may be engineeredby individuals who

feel 'Cheated, alienated or deprived by the unfairness of the electoral process. This

deptiwtionmay be real or perceived (lkyase and Egberi, 2015)."

P·.t.m•.·.•li-._
•

•
. ? of terrorism genocide, torture, capital punishment, police

Q!!i!il!,IU v10lence exist Ill ,orrn ·

b. ''''iFJll,Ji····'..'.......

.
..

1

evolution, counter insurgency, armed conflicts etc.In

?. rebellion, not, c1v1 war, r

{- .

:- . ¡·

• •
1

· lencc two important theoretical are imperative to

n<tirig the concept of po ,t1ca vio '

,

·

1
de the macro and micro theoretical analysis of

'on of this research. These inc u

r
·

1
violence can be organized by there level of

The theories of po iuca

16
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Jkl

.I
'"I?.

1.-c-,
·

!.r,ç¡l'
the resource mobi"liz .

,..
· at10n asserts

""·· .• .

lbat1bt-.iac1-...,?
mnl skills, and certain social or litical .

.. . • .
. _··· .• •·• •...

.
. .

?
.• ·:

po .. ap?•--ftU:--
Jtflf',0ries in the stud f

.

· ·

.·, .

· '

.
C'.°

•
•
< ;, .,

·

} .

-

y o social movements wlU.lllil'ilil·?•·:
' .

iii ?ring the needed reso •

·

,:;_
·

·.
·

·

·

·

·.·. .

· urces m a timely, cost-e? ....•,. ····• ·,·

.
? :?

.

'

'

--,?-?
? . :,??__,;::::

mobili1.at10n theory advocates having th .gh
•

.

''
· ··· :,-?,

e n t type of reso?.

rigl¢price with making right f
.

,

· ··
·

uses O acquired resources thus ensuringjl _

of the same. The theory is pot I f h

'?-
s u ª tng t at where there are efficient tt,nlit!.111

seeins to be inevitable. The theory fails to consider psychological and pbysiol11Li/:1

which tnay also result in violence. For the functional school, violence is functional)?a
•:-.-1

fot8,etting
the consequences violence can cause. ·--?-1

On the other hand, of the Micro view. individuals are regarded as subject of analysi$ J.·'\

? political violence takes place. One of the theories of the micro view is rational cboidj;.
··I

theôfy. This is a decision-making approach in which the decision makers compate .·?
..

1

e? utility of conipeting options and ;elect the option that produces the m.o¡ji•\

fávôrãble outcome. Political violence occurs when the benefit in participating in polititá'l

viôl¢née outweighs the costs (Conteh-Morgan, 2003). The theory centered on rational

?ve of an individual whom often calculate the cost and lost before taking a cause of

'.l..ií.1!.'.
"
...•.

,.. · •

¡ Th h' h cost or benefits determine individual decision of engaging in a

PQ !kll'!lll VIO ence. e 1g

d6. .

1

·

deprivation theory is another theory that explains why

? VIOience. The re auve

r/'°n . .
· litical violence. ln "why men Rebel," Ted Robert

Y? :?r individuals participate
10 po

.
. to explain why men commits acts of violence. He

• relative depnvation
theory

.
.

.

d fined as actors perception of discrepancy betwe?n

"Relative depnvation
15 e 1

· .1.
· " In other word, relative deprivation is the

, . d th ir capabt 1t1es.

??- expectations an e ·

.

?
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f
r

?( "4? and tite needi¡ we .
.

.
.

....
,· <-.'!) ..

";¡Ill:.--... •

,.:_,_g' (Gurr, 2011). The .
.

•

} 00?:1
l{i

;i,nd achieved welfare I ad
);?

?·

' e s people to tellQlt'.

i? theory is also anoth .

. ...

.

,
er micro theory tlwt

_J.;+.A person decides to part"
.

·

.. 1

,,
1c1pate or not to partici¡.HiJÍJ 11

$Id cost. However if p 1

·

,

.

··
• eop e are expected to receive prhiiíl'?

I

·,or power, then that
·

·
·

.

'.;

.

?

person is expected to rebel (Muller and Jill [
.view are prone to indiv"d 1

• . . .

·.:.

1 ua mtereSl m its analysis while fotgtUl1iil!Jl1
-

ect which are beyond individual point of view.

.

- ...

and implications of political violence

f violence in the geopolitical zones left its mark such as: massive des

i, loss of lives and the razing down of several communities. Available lit?Jr
"

ties, shows that about 3,361 lives were lost; over 20 towns sacked; o:
'

·

.? down; 200 brand new Peugeot 307 cars, and 500 brand new tricycl?•,

•,;.20
Toyota Hiace Buses and 9 Hi lux

Jeeps.
=re ,¡,i., oomp\cidy ,_,,.i

(see Christian and Ambily, 2013; Dunmoye, 2011; Ekong, 2011 and Elai

'.IP_
-

·:d in Nachana':and Yusuf, (2015).. In addition we submit here that so many

'!
'

d' I d
It of violent acts and specifically the surviving inhabitants

1sp ace as a resu

. •

t d to have been sacked are such displaced persons.

P' 20 commumt1es no e

·

l"f l violence or electoral violence has continues to

.

:{2012) explains that po I ica
.

1

·

• N. r· a He further analyze that this has done

experiment
in ige i

•

.
. , democracy

having stifled many democratic

Id to the N1gena s

¡·' ·.amage
i h t· Political violence brings complex set of

, h holar state t a ,

[[;Nigeria. Anot er se - ?- -

--
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dlttmorreij •

¡!.\, • ?
WOIII

.

?1rr,1i111_..,¡.,..., <Af* -, ver et al, 2013).

I?

J-?;,
;it¡l'¡,nçe impact negativei

.

¡t·
Y m many fonns of

#, ínteract with one anoth
·

t?1

I·
er creates unhealthy c}µtlti

11\flence a lot of people ab d
.

:

d

.L

an on the1r ethnic, cultural val?J -
-

•·

)egiance to new. artificial
·

1\

•.

and unproven states. This unfortíijll .

ñ··1jple into deeper crisis poo
• .

li.

11,

' r mtcractton resulting to fierce elimitlllííl 1

·ruienon is used extreme , , .·

.

,,tL

-

1:,;.

• repressive measures that have threatened thçfü J

?/"¡;Joms
and human rights. Political violence is a determinant of armlt

?-
:?I

?ywplay
of idçology, quest for power by competing groups, specifiç';ti,?.

?international conditions (Aver et al.2013)."

.

1.,.

"'11,?olence when it is endemic and persistent or unmanageable may

!f,rto political stability and economic progress (Ikyase and Egberi, 201Sji 1

?
??

?,,rlo,d=hlp propels E?ml rum &olhe, (2011) to posü M ?
j[?" failed to prioritize nation needs and respect the virtues that bond sociefy?

·

,fi;ft'f
·

1.i¡
_,

e

"· .t,
, ....

?:Ílilllty and harmony such as social justice, equity, rules of law and respect fô]º'.'

It•·

?W,UPrights and other democratic principles". Political intolerance and the

r'l., .

• d or die affair also contribute toelectoral violence at the

r,see elect10n as a o

:[\..
. .

F th above implication, causes of political violence,

.Democratic stab1hty. •rorn e

1··

¡1¡•·•"··
. • .

.

I
t acróss political. social and economical sphere

I

¡Ff
that, po\n1cal

vto ence cu .

.
• •. -

•

i .
1968) posits

that violence, part1cularly political

i¡:ed the system.
Marx, (

??-:
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?Ó. -)··

¡?'jfifgwe in political ,_,....; ·
.

.
·. ·.\;;

f ,,_uClpation has-..-?
_ fr¡ ..

·

w•-
11.1!1!\

111 .from achieving true d .
·>\.

I
'.,

emocratic culture •. lt.$z I -

m.:··..
liw·.

·.
t to fill the gap left by th 00·

·

·.•.,:;?.--·..

J>;.
-

e a ve scholars. The •
li is.to expose the detenninan .

·;¡ji

b.
t responsible for youth violent 111(11.1

[Ft•
..

1cral election in Zamfarn state ti h
. ·-\L.·.'.I

,:,

· uoug a comparative study. ?!.
11)111

violence in 201 I and 20IS sliapµd. d· fl d 1
.. :I:

'-

• , ,m tn uence e ectorate plll·Jl..¡¡¡ _

111,

·,-

ll!jJl"
in Zamfara state. . )f.

,', .

.

·;¡ii¡!

,1,.-- . .

l?l]I"
?1-rtion period of the 2011 general election in Zamfara state presented a•,J¡..ffj 1

?. ?
J'ii, Zamfara state politics. Although. the political atmosphere of the country td I

,, ··.?

r·;·po·•.·.·.tical
violence.State like Kaduna among others witness the killms

•.1··..

··

...
;···?

...1·.;.__1_1..

i.'ñfproperties after the announcement of the 201 1 presidential election:. V:it' ,

,;

• f;'.i•;.:..

·¡nt exempted -from the phenomena: There are other reasons that have 1?'.· i\

-!)\llêtlcein Zam fara state in the 2011 and the 2015 general eiection. These reasons

k':
jfj'.:tfüical perspective and contemporary opinions.

\''
;?

r·:r,

itflanipulation of Youth

4.;.:

>.'•
.

d r,·otis news of elites using the youths as

,.
.

1
h carne va

fl papers and artlC e ave
.

l . .

1
The largest numbers of the population of

lú1fnt to achieve their poht1cal goa s.
.

'i. ¡·

·

al elites of the state make use ofthis

j.;.1 lo ed. The po ,uc

l1f1youth but are unemP y

f I thugs to cause problems. On a report Qll

"· . uths as loca

Triof employing the yo
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?ili_
.ii '\i:mi of political .

. -

-"

,,.H_:,,! ? -

il.
•·

violen1ie in ·t1,.e·
lf.?ljjl=-

Ji;1aos, as enemies of
-·C.

I

;?

progress and devel(bf11ffii!f:-

l?•

.

, :-,

}11,
2015 the office of the PDP

.

-:-,\_

r
was burnt down_ hf,.J

IOIJ Zaria road. Three

.
- '-I

,_,.

persons were iniured whit thre }_-_

?--

, · e emo?.

l]Jf

•-..

l
? ?

111 February 16 ?Ql ¡ t h

.:

.

,
.

,
- sate t at: Senator Sani Ahmed Yerima, fu¡;.¡

-

?re
(a political gladiator in the state) faced criticism by the national4,.?JJI

"¡?•
the state, accuse him of unleashing mayhem in the state, us?l1Ji

ftfrom neighboring states.
.;.,11

t
'ifít

¡1f""8'
,lthoogh. "°' deMly ,ooooro. \mt <>ci'1y tl< yooili• -...#,1

11varsenals
for political violence by political elites in the state. With li':_¡ I

1rtt'·

_,J;,,y;.

-l,íJitf the meddling of some of political elites and gladiators in the state is ;?f(\ -

,g.S'

,..

,,·• '.-S?: ·,'

-

1 \f.,; report by various analyst has not yet identified causal analysis rather &.f
'-

· ·P

-t,

-

.

11[nre on speculative and accusative terms. This is because the political elites,

? ?

.

-

ifw,dfathers
cut-up in the act often deny their involveme_nt and sometime they

I- :_>-
•

¡

·

h
·

sues This phenomenon
is common and attracts little

1

l,!ÇID
to s1 ence sue 1s •

·

i.i· d •t security agencies.
Those arrested for political

it' the gover[11llent
an I s

Í/ h"l t their sponsors
are ignored (Human Rights

¡;/Íft'llly low level thugs, w t s

.
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1J¡f,?:
1,lil.!íllllÍSJlbt Well . . .·, .:; :

'.;¡,,.
. Pl'Onollllf.led ID lhe

?

,)íll population of the
ó

I'¡,
state, about ?/liô I

11j1f the dominant rel· .
.

· -..,.>

, ig¡on m th .. .

f· "
e state, Tb4 iiit111

l,l}, 1999 became a relig"
.

·

1,:ds·

L. .

IOUS mstrument of gaininir? I

1 ttictans.An empirical anal
.

'-??

?1\

ys1s conducted by Brandom jr¡ ¡

-
. ---:in

ç
.

?
?

¡_.,Af>P
Governor with a I'

•

d h'
e

,

imite lStory of religious activity ?f;l!l!l_

I 11t111cted his Sharia pro 1

>"

,r
·

posa as way to provide religious legi? -

··w

.. 1

:.

diicy, and as a means of disguising his electoral platform from th?:,.flt

rr .. 2013). ?

.]

,

¡
T

0

:fl

?··of prominent lslamist groups subsequently participa¡ed in craftinf{ {; -

.

?tlductedenlightenment campaign to drum up support for Sharia. M0$'1;.jl_
11.

Ih¡,·

?j¡.,Qcatesof the Sharia law were members of national political parties. e>,;fd,._

\i .... th< oswblIBhrneot Md ro,nip,1,tioa of <he Sharia I? - ,..;,...,i?
1Jttomote Islamic credos through Sharia law. Tacitly, the politicians and othf

1,·?.'.," ·

1 t d the Sharia law under the umbrella of religion to checkmate

-I jií-fo mampu a e

lr1•·.,··. . fr political
office. An example is the political elite's

,., oppos1t1on om any

;t .
.

¡·

• for political gain is illustrated by the 1999

\1be exploitat10n
of re igton

\. . f t te Here the aspirant governor used calls for

1

yitditical campaign in Zarn ara 5
ª.

·

1¥'

·
' •

.

.
• ultimately led to viqlent clashes betw?en

?ure his electoral victory. fh1s

1¡''_
. t and between Islamic sects and the

,, •
. IslaJUIC

sec s

i¡+rus groups, competing
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I?-
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:•.;f.-, &Ill?
-?!IÍ!f11,;mfor-??

.

;-A_ -......, bcteite4

11f·Yemna,whose -·1.-
.

.

-

·-

.,.

)··
1

-roatorial P0? CTfüll

l,itbe was asked why he dee.d .. <? Iii

L .

1 ed to tum
7'11í)IJ?:,?

liJl!!ICIIBatton. He said and I d h. .
'ti

;:,
are un to deny it,tbldiill1¡¦

l{flOwer. He-said that the PDP

- -·•

;- ..

!,r
was so strong that he n:rcilll ,.

ill• raw emotions to mobilize and g t th .
.

•

\?
,,.

e e governorship... (Soifü

l•mrters}. "This also , t" 1·
·, · .

"':

,jl:

crea cs po 1t1cal violence m the state. The µ+roi_ ..

IJ\fia law against their opponent by instigating the public to 111't11{1
-

'
--"'?

:i¡ltA
are not prone sharialist. This also results to violence by killit

I

-?

r?operties of oppositions whom might not have ideology of the Sharia,lâ'lti/

I'
¡ii!f.!ifesto. It is evidently enough to prove that the Sharia law was only IJsed

!.@\

J.
I?

il1ifüing political power rather than promoting its essence. Even the ptvfii:I'
·

1

I

-

I,

il'lw in the state. fails to adhere to principles of the Sharia law as it was

I' :•
' , "

llf}¡111ptedthe Emir of Kano Muhammad Sanusi ii on April 10, 2017, ??-
L . . ;'•

'''_t
·

F

•
· Marrakesh Morocco state that;" ... many of those who seized,

llllllm orum m • . ,._

1;°• not necessarily better than the rest of thç.
'

1lf01 of getting power were

¡':· l al ize that this is all deception, this is all

'ir-matter of time for peop e to re

f' 1

.

d
>.

• both a politica ,
economic an

.
.

¡
p0vcrty 1s

11

••

• to different peop
e.

:,Âl«erent thing
. of the political system.
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'lia (Human Rights Watch 2013 and IFRA Nigeria 2015) due
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·;Jlitical violent acts by members and supporters of opposing political J-'t)(°
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_I_ j,_JI •
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·••-' ¦
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,-, '.i!--,
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d conflict to ensure political victory (IFRA Nigeria f\' .,!}¡.
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1-·
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·¡1\-111t
to understand the nature. imens
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? .
.

1it

· in Zamfara state and who an: the front runners of sponsoring youth
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r:. ·.•:.·

llJ4:llitical violence and also to exhaust the comparative study or?t11
('·'

,·p

1jf11)1iesare: Elite theory and synchronic approach. The rationale b,,??
-?

·'

Ífories is because of their significant to the research case study. The elite

id in this research to help us understand the determinants of political
I

li?-artof the theory. groups of influential men and women are considered to

1:tiower,economic power and social important dominate every society and

Sociology especially that of Weber

I

-

Js deep-rooted
in classical

Ill

M' h Is (2009)(1915)
cited in (Lopez,

.

• (I 939) and ic e

I

/+; (1935), Mosca .

. f elite theory usually called
I;
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. arded as t e

.

·
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.

1
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·1··
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.
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rorists. Beyon . h as rational e o1ce
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ecauseoo1111111?
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'. '..
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of elite circulation), (see Mosca's ¡939 not' f 1..
')\,

, ion o po 1t1cal class í!fll'tc

(1915), iron law ofoligarchy.

Th
· .

I 1 f ¡·

·f•

e pnnc1p e or aw o e ite circulation holds that. elites alternate in power 'ii.ill;

either peaceful or violent competition. According to (Onuoha and Ufomba, 2011tÍ!JIII

,,::j,

theory is anchored on thr?e main tenets. These ?e;

I. In every society power and influence is not distributed equally. This unequal disttit,,1.Jr._L
--?-

therefore, creates two classes. There is the dominant class which is the class that h'lt;j\

· ·

power and influenced and with it shapes. The society making the rules through -:,1,ítJ .1.!I
?

r??-1?;1

'(\?x,;l
IL Toe elite are an organized class that is internally homogeneous, self conscious, self

perpetuatu:ig and drawn from the very exclusive segment of the society.

!IL 1'1:)e;jtw, ;ire essentially autonomous and self-preservation.

• , h' h in?ludes·
• Domhoff Hunter, Put many, and

ary elite theorists, w ic
,

.

, 'th which economic elites are able to influence

B round on·the effectiveness
W1

f ti e rest of the society. Societal power is

-
.

11es and determine the future o 1

f
e•.

.

1

. titutions and no matter whàt the

,,

·

11

r . and polittca
1ns

···

•
. - ..

'. • economic corporations
,

governed, and there is the receptive class of the ruled.
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proposed therefore that electoral violence is not directly caused by di?Íl.!
,/,[

composition of African states or religious polarization neither is it a d?} 1

poverty nor political mobilization along identity lines rather electoral viol??-
function of the clash of interest of...Elite classes in their struggle for power and ?/?1
(Onuoha and Ufomba. 2017). Another scholar observed that; the

sustenance of organized violent groups in Nigeria is as a result of the politiqal ?·

behaviors that either provoke violence or adopt violence to achieve political aims (

2016).

2.10.2 Synchronic Approach

f h aches used in comparative study. It was first used

Synchronic approach is one o t e appro

F d' and De Saussure (1896-1911). The approach is

in the study of language by Professor er in

h analyzes the similarities and differences

also bom>:Wed by political scientists· The approac

time by focusing on the structure features and

of langíulges at a given point in
.

r f al scientists synchromc approach

charae? •.• (Hamalainen,
2013). For po I ic ,

,?!'ll!.,JCS... .
. fme it does not attempt to make

. n fixed point m I

particular event at ª gwe
.

-
..

-,
.

I 993) Synchromc approach comparl:lS

state as it is (David,
.
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,
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· ·

and,·1 _ ?- ; ,effort to interpret and analyzed data in a way people view the qualitative

- ?/¡¡arily exploratory research. It is used to gain an understanding underlying
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·r: d
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¡ JI"',
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.. ',ts. The data collected for this researc
•

0'
•

•

•1 uctured questioniers administered on
. •·

. . . h ¡ 00 sem1-s r
-

Pn1(i;;; r"- are obtamed throug
.

.-.

o< '.l ted the use of face-to-face mtervtew, and
. f..

. Also the researcher adop
en.

..., .

I
district head, youth leader

-
. electoral o!llcia s,

: . Th. covers various
10n. IS

b The secondary source on
- mem ers.

. and others partisan
urity agencies

_

. f the independence national
federal ofttce o

zarnfara state
des data from

?
...

J·,,:.r (:,

32



'!
i,.

;?

..
'._.:

·::'

=
iii

i

. ¡

?Jij11I

.. ,. ,._.
I

is a state in North western N" .
•

• ,.[·¡1gena It capital imki I==.

Abdulaziz Abubakar y · r:.:'1
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ar, ª member of the All Pfugti.j¡L
-

The s=t.s founded in 1996 by the military regime of General s:/J 11

):;t¡,
·

.•..

J996,,$tate
was part of Sokoto Arca. The state has a total land mark Jti:1

sq?í.bordered in the North by Niger Republic, to the South by Kadumu?ij)1?- ?·· . .

state and in the West by Sokoto state. According to the 2006 •i4.

?::f

C)Í 3,278,873 which contains fourteen (14) Local Government Areas ?t
_:;1,

orlai districts (West. Central and North). Zamfara state is mainly popnl1(Uu
}1tl

Fulani people. with some members of Gwari, Kamuku, Kambari, D
::;·

•·

.'i"JI Zambarma ethnic communities (http://www.onlineni¡!eria.com/?i11
,. .

·

Nupe and Tiv. Agriculture is the dom
__iiiiffl,,,'.':__ ._;_•·,··,'',;-=•··!'!!· Igbos, y oruba, Kanun.

,

e Zamfara state community and Islam is the principal religion in the state .. /1?,fJJJ'

,q_ r

1'.i. (National Bureau of Statistics). The

iffhas a totaLof 14 local government
areas

·
·

·

e her selected three (3) local
¡,, .

. whereby the resear

illr 3 senatorial d,stncts
.

I

·

.

.
.

(C trai West North senatorial
·,

·

1
d1stncts en '

.. f the senatoria
-

LJlfi (1) from each O

Namoda and Talata Mafara.
ft Gusau, Kaura

I···· ents were
ífütcted local governm

.

.

1; atorial distnct.
I,. ts asen
l¡h:governmentrepresen
L
?
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.

:
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.
,. ?. .
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, .
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.... JI ? I -
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·
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.
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.

. .
.

I
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;.,
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, ,,.,

er O the popnl1i(l;rf
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I

·,1
' · amp e wo Id beu ª true representation .61

state (Zam.fara state).

3,6 Sampling techniques

This ré$lílUCh utilized the clu5ter and random sampling. This is because of the 1•814?

i popul-of Zamfara state. The research diYide the state into three (3) senatorial districts ;¿¡

i and out of the three
<})

senatorial districts ( West. North and Central), one Local

govemm)!alt represent each senatorial district. The sampling size and procedures of 1()0·,

(one hlJl:l!lt¢d) respondent is selected to represent the population study. This consist of30

respq.TI1Ddomly selected from each local government randomly selected from each of

the 3 ?ia! districts of Zam fara state. The remaining I O of the questionnaires was

?-.
oiven· d -1 ncies The sampling technique chose for this research

o• en, an secun y age • •

,
.

, d d that political violence has occurred in Zamfara

tSJ .. ? ·... use it have been rccor e
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J.ijrt?, (1996), the most freq ·<.?.'.t.l
if• . .

uently used mt?l!I
1\!1111.interviews data were used. .

. '.?.?¡fr
· m this study at¡1dt1

1?l detailed infonnation and to .
. t\

·..,,
! ?uires nch and entnq 1

trences,
views and characters (May? 1997; Patton..'1l.

1)1; Mason, 1996).

¡1fu pde followed in the conduct of this research is presented in a¡,pn{itj
' y!:"

11.fJ•iew guide was flexibly applied due to the fact that the researchei- at?11J1!

e unavoidable changes to the guide earlier planned where the n

conducting an in-depth and face-to-face interview for the p

riewee were informed about the case study before the commen

e?ble the interviewee to be confident, have ? open, sincere and

f?
?

ffi rt by assuring the interviewees ,of the confidentiality

¡1,
álso makes some e o

.

( d
. the interview. The researcher begms by

lfition gotten from them unng

I:,.. d t the main participants and thereaftei-, the

- ''Üiuure and reasons for the stu y o

,f . .

1
d and experiences about youth

pl• . b t their know e ge

ijJG quest10ned
a ou

,·, "th reference to 2011 and 2015 general
.

.

, zarnfara state WI

,o)itical
violence tn

. had worked with various

ll .
. ti the interviewees

iff more s1gmfican y,
"f ns of authority ranges

¡li . d held different pos1
to

.: .

· tune an

I

rli:fferent Points
m

d electoral returning officers
,.

r e officers an

;;
. '. al h. f youth

leader, po te
•

71t'Jon e te,
.
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in study area because ·tiwasap ,,

r sufficient understand" f h
. ·.·mg o t e1r responsibili

·me political violence occurred Th d
.

· e uration of

usually took from 30 minute to 1

and in-Õepth interviews were conducted under the period of 2

t issue consider by the research was that, du;ing the time

volvement of the participants in the political violence that took pl

in managing the violence detennine the way and how often th

venues for the interviews were in the office of the participan

Items.

-·?.,,. carrying out the interviews include a phone recorder while the

researc?er
. .. ,

.
. f t -taking in order to complement the voice

Jotted! ?
·

_··
down m the form o no e

." ti od for gathering accurate and reliable

i=iis because tape is the accurate me l

\
. 1

him to investigate and prepared follow-

!, ate-taking by the researcher he p
.

?. .
.

'<.
.

f the issues raised by the mterv1ewees.

[j·, 'd f n some o

-I 11lho take into cons1 era io

m
.

.

.
. whereby interview were not recorded

\Jf.
..

.

that in s1tuat10ns
··· " ·. · note 1s ·

,!Jll
thing to

as clarity to other important
.,· k note to serve

1

·: earcher too
'.J¡úccup, the res

.
.

t were oiving the liberty

r:
.

.

s The pait1c1pan
s º

,,.
.

h
. opinion.

?
?!" participants

in t eir
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. voice

c?!'qnderstand the narration of the respondents.

3,7.2 bí,!,:4i1Pth interview method

3.7.2.l F..-to-face interview method

. '
:,!,??¡

It is ofmost importance to opine here that. the interviews conducted were interaé?,ift¡
·;¡

nature. thµs, the researcher asked many probing questions and utilized other tecbniqQeS::?Jl
,::'t

as to achieve depth analysis in tem1s of explanation and exploration, The interviews were:')_
·¡

generative in nature because it benefits the investigation to gain more information.

Cresswell. (2008) posit tb,at an in-depth interview should be conducted using the following

stages;

=
Arrival: flete, the researcher established a cordial relationship with the respondents. The

:l · ·

t feel free and to make things easy for them

researche:r make sure that the part1c1pan s
_

- before, dlilm\g and after the interview, The researcher played the role of a host.

=, :1;-,

I
I

''

, her starts the interaction by introducing

Introdui;.it!&;Íhe researcher: in this stage. the researc
.

.

•••
.

I behind the research. After this, the

the ?topíc and let them know the rat1ona e

.
.

,

-ir,¡·? . ission to record the mterv1ew.

ed the interviewee thetr perm

I
.

by asking personal details of the

d "th norma topic
the researcher starte w1

_

·

·.
. LGA and lot more.

-;?,
• .

1 quahficatJOn, _
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1}:as name, age. educat1ona
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·4
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J
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! ?
i ·:1:n
-. 4

'ii! -:-

1
-. " . h 1 1 d w·i'th a wide body of information gathered, arranged ,,-l\f'.;,/'

·

In data? the researc er s ar e

••

.

,,, ili.• h
. study Leedy and Ormrod, (2005) pointed

and thi:ii;-.i, it and n!lff'OW it down to t e case .

,

;?¡,;. . etative narrative from the data sourced and

out ??hers are to construct mterpr

?Hr I 'ty of the phenomena
under study.

so

??- the comp ex1

l'??
h I ame up in the context of each

were the themes t a e
.

research findings. The research

takes soiííê note

3.8M...,_of

: of addressing
the

Jon for the purpose
'bl for youth participation in

;;;' uses respons1 e

,,,, h factors or ca

bíJ:r; what are t e

llected the data, analyzed and
•.,:;
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the ?e and political developtnent of

.

'

-

the datarllt#dyzed it in a way that pattern matched how the

violert¢? the socio-economic and political d
1 ,·-•,eve opment o ''L

the dó? form of political violence in the polity of Zamfara state'?
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-

by the yml#l in Zamfara state. What are the differences and similarities betw?'¡¡?
= and 2015,fJeneral elections in Zamfara state? Data were collected and analyzed soiq-

prove aruidemonstrate drtferences and similarities between the two general electioll$ iJíij,
:,. '

.'f;

state. How :youth participation in political violence can be solve or ?inimized in 7'.f!m?J
J'·

state? JjâJft were collected and anal yzcd by the researcher and came up with
fi11,!ln?J

'"l
analyzúí-gli:fÍiêdata, the researcher undertakes the following steps.

''/,Í-:',)I¡
. ¡:?¡;I

P
.

-. ,:__._·".

1· n· Here qualitative data is used through hand analysis by reailihjf,'.,W.:
__

·.
-

..
__

·repann,¡f? orgaruza 10 • •
·

'', t;.•?•:'?-
. d 'th the help of transcription method by using

··

;,_;
'

the dãt.i?\ffii!J'lually and making 11 by han wi ·

·:· ¾!,
. be converted into text or written data.

.

audio tape voice recording to

. all the sourced data in the process of
.

d t base: in this step.
Codmg the aª

•..
. f. m as description.

i·designed and coded to or
·

. the researcl}er deals mainly with
·•: ..•

?
. Themes: in this step,

.
.

···• gs and Fonnmg
d of the mam concept via

.
-

.

depth knowle ge

{,_º_"_•·•-
• an.d established

an 1n-

lllt,..1ons
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. J(?

of ciatl(../ •
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·

,primary data were collected from various random selected respondent's ; .. ,

. ··,,t>f.''·'

researcher was privilege to have access to 2011 and 2015 general eleêtióli
¡•:

.national office of the Independence National Electoral Commission (!NEC)

·
· f the Resident Electoral Commissioner (REC) in

der the dlfecuves o

, M .k d. This was made available by HOD VEP (Head

,

, .) Asama'u Sam ai u 1.

,t ··1\. •
•

• n of Jr. Garba Galadima. Five officials
, Of])¡¡' -

.
, Vice Electoral Pnnc1pal) Ill pers? ,

·it,• •
.

• aires Also Police personnel were
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·
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I

I
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lé, • The researc e
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ke the findmgs
that ma
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Presentation. The daUI ¡"¡1
1-

consist ·itf
_

the information about th ··e,.t.:e personal subjection and' lr
I

-

respondent$. their perception or rationale
-?

. .

and their deductions aboÜf· 11 -

violencê with reference to the 2011 and 101 s G
. . l'

.

-
· ,cneral Electtons in Zamfàrãt

? • :-<"?.

_
infontU\ti<>n was gathered from the following sources;

hül
_

I

ON

= Primary source: Here, the infonnation collected was from
•

.

"

I•
interview· ifa,ce to face and telephone interview) and focus group discussion. ·ÍL_

'ji

I.
infonnd'wi was sourced out from the research sample size of the study. Thre_e 1¥,-1;)'¡-

·'·
11

governm,ênta. were selected from each senatorial districts of Zamfara state whereb_¡.;;-1 .,

questi? were distributed. Out of the 100, 90 were distributed to the threll

govem?\t Areas. The remaining I O were administered to !NEC officials, sec'1fity/·

perso°'lt? other important personnel. From the 100 questionnaires distributed, only 85

,-?lei',:·. d d 2

questi.
were returned while 13 questionnaires

were not retume an were

-?¡fl
". '

1 f 85 póndents formed the random selected sample
return "

·

ed. Thtls, the tola o res
.
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Foell$, •.. discussion: the focus group discussion deployed by the

cond®??the presettce of 5 participants.
·.:..:,·:-',
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¡;': .

.

long way analysis that can be
.

. .

¡ violence 1s a
.

rñ
. tion m pohttca .

ualh pa cipa
d y th political violence occurs

-, in the worl .
ou

ih1turies and decades ago
I·'

1_"

42



I
/

lf?-
?jf"·_ ... -•?-- •· ..

•··

llltliiím1.-.__ . '(?."•,.· ...__ Vtot--? ... -: ,,
1iY

_,_ "" 1ffl'.¡ I

-,i1b111u intecest ,.ftd

"

J?X
-

cornpentiÕll

ÍÍffii::most ·

·b?,- .

. vts1 le fonns of .

I
.· .

.

' .

¡/··
_

vio ence (? ,ijj¡j?-

(llllr-E- ··,,;
.

.,:"l

violence is p
;

'i\
· ,

romment and inherent. Toet1
!Hf.tal in the· analysis ¡· h

·
.

· ···1

•" 0 t e invasion of th ¡ ·a1
.

''
-: e co om masters in: 11!

to the aftermath of the ¡ 9,-1 Huge Cliff, d
. .

.
\ ,..

·
-- or constitution. This ?'li ii

'

e the idea of electoral principles which gave room for voting in ui-
'

ing way for politicking. Nwolise in (Ladan-Baki, 2016), posit that ri\
lal elections that ushered in the independence of 1960, the state began till\,

. ,?
.'

?· i

?gh level of electoral violence varying from all sphere which incl?: I

,· ,'-\• ..

\fi1ral and psychological violence. This was followed as a result of lacJ¡: ?
.

.

.'

1-t'

Utica! parties and most of the membership was ethnic inclined.
Wita'ffie\:{j1

prteF1'· ·_
·

l,!mial masters, political violence was more or less on a low scale .

.
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re· nyment, elite and low educational background. According to
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-
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· is """"- to enforce tliefll
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.1_1lf,
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. '·I"ch
the? are enforced. as well as policies for social pro?tf/k

.

••_to
violence. When the enforceability of the Jaw is weak, political ?.fltt
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,
le. Increase in the population of the youth leads to scarce resourees11ill,..

,,.•'?f •
. 'H

_ ?Y
which can motivate violent behavior. The few resources are to só?l¡;,:

f'fffl by the political elite and their families while leaving the public in

[I also contributed to the kidnaping. theft. arm rubbery, etc .

. •'

Qlninic, (2015). some of these reasons (responsible for youth participatior,,
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I d poverty. unemployment, greed, sycophancy,-
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J.ij'usti.ce, variant of interest among other things.
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politicians recruit and ai.med as political thugs and .aids during elections and extensionincreases the social problems in our communities.

Unemployment is another determinant leading to youth participation in Political violence.The rate of
unemployment/underemployment in Nigeria is alarming and a country cannotsaid to be stable if jobs are not created to reduce the unemployment rate (Adwnu llt'al.20 I 7). Most of the youth in Zam fara state are unemployed. It is a regular feature to see

Degree, HND, NCE holders are unemployed. It is also from this group of youth that the
dubious politicians usually recruit to do their bidding during elections periods by making
all form ofjuicy promises and rewards.

Religion is also having.a great effect by instigating the youth to engage in political
violence. One the senior official of lNEC at the national office in Zainfara state during the
interview believe that religion is never a factor in Zamfara state that leads to youth

participation in political violence. For him. Zamfara state is relatively mono-cultural

society and unify-religion. While interviewing the Assistant Director of INEC National

office Gusau Mr. Amodu Ibrahim, opines that religion is another determinant that leads to

political violence in Zamfara state. According to him, there are 90% Muslim in the state,

d •es to the people it is the mosque that is considerwhenever politicians want to sen mcssag

I violent and destructive the message may be, asas a truthful place. Thus no matter 10w
!

l

.

.- -

·¡

. li be adhering to without second thought.ougasitis from the mosque I wi

.,? •
. .

"t' ation orientation, and low level of
'

In
11/¡i_.?on of Amodu, lack of poltt1cal sen st tz

'

.

,

'°cc'?,-
.

. . .
.

olitical violence m the state.
.

/! e

'bl for youth parttctpat1on tn pfactors respons1 e

1111¦ I
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He also admits religion, Poverty, elites, and unemployment to be factors contributing toyouth participation in political violence.

Another thing to be considered is that, most of the youth lack$ the political &Wlll'Gfle!IS. Butthe simple language they tend to understand and respect is the languageofpolitic:ol?.
.

who armed them to kill, maim when the political pendulum swing against them;?that when they fail to achieve their aim either during electioneering campaign or Vot:iQâ
periods, they alter the course of peace through violence (Dominic, 2015). In the concludingsection of the interview. the participant agrees that there is a perfect correlation ?etween

youth participation in political violence and poverty. unemployment, and elite
manipulation.

4.1.3 Youth Political Violence and Zamfara State in Context; Effect of Youth Political
Violence on the Socio-economic and Political Development of Zamfara State.

From the view of the interviewees, Zamfara state has always been more or less peaceful.
.

and ?_Q J 5 general elections. But they did not. dispute the fact that
state during the 20 I I

I al rnment areas experience political violence of one form of the other.some oc gove

In 201 I it was agreed that there were electoral violence in Tsafe, Gusau and Bakura local

.

h re ort by (peace and security working group, Januarygovernment areas. Accordmg to t e P=

t d towards religious houses and shops. especially15 2015), violence by angry youths targe e

.

k , there was a fight between PDP andin
GUSílµ 'Ellld Tsafe. Also in the report, m Ba ura.

al hot spots identified by consulted
' ANPJ1;111J¡:10rters.The report further stressed that, sever

"
b use of theird Tahta Maiara eca

·•,:• ·

akura Bukkuyum an '
Iuded Gusau, Tsafe, B '

.;:,''f ..

\/? ..

I I ¦I II
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r
past history in electoral violence and resent ca?? violem:e, It) ?•·!d''1lil!2015 general election in +amfara state, the Peace and•? W... ,C._:t=llm.,
"In Zamfara North senatorial district, political thuggeryinti:m?8'dmtílt1i':mllllf?.. ,?are possible, due to contestation between PDP and APC ??4

. ·,,<;;i;c•
•

\l[i
i-.-'

't.·central_ where Gusau the state capital, and Tsafe are located, ballot bmc: ·IIÍl.
·.;.;<•intimidation, protest, political violence that degenerate into sexual violence and'lmllfüJ C

,:..¡1.,properties may occur"' (Peace and Security Working Group, 2015).
/?\J
·'111%

",·,•This is complement the statement of the lNEC Zrunfara state national office, Assistant
Director during the interview section, who said that in 2015 Zamfara state was more or les$
a peaceful state. But violence that was feared to take place was the insecurity problem in

some areas. There were <Jj(pectations that 2015 general election will be bloody.

The consequences of this political violence in Zamfara state, has resulted to loss of lives,

destruction of properties and public infrastructures, and has create more room for poverty

and unemployment, render many people homeless and starved. Investors run away because

of insecurity of their properties and businesses.

. !!Qcd, but the communities witness assassinations
- =

C:
.

and so on of its people.-·

11 extractions

Thus, it was agreed that electoral violence led to the death of an APC (former ANPP)

J'ves have been lost before, during and after 2011women leader in Talata Mafara. Many 1
-

.

'd ni that occur in Tsafe and Gusau.

Z f: ra state The mc1 ei
and 2015 general elections m ·"ªm ª ·

.

.

f h s shops and other forms of properties as
I d to burmng O ouse ·local government area resu te

ffi
.

11f these deaths were not o ic1a y
responi1'..

·•

..Jô.. ·.·• the 2011 arut.ouncement of results: Some o

of different form such as

I
111 I
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Politically, it looks immature of the political culture of the pel)ple. This àu lllallibt ilttupoor nature of political socialization and education, 1aek of J$1itical lll!àliti-. •endorientation and lack democratic culture.

4.1.4 Differences and Similarities between the 2011 and 2015 Ge..;,.i ?':& ·.
. .

;'?·>:-·1}-? .;?ij?::,:
Zamfara State.

·,

,,

The disparity and the similarity between the two elections
accessible in the INEC 20 I I and 20 I 5 general elections reports as submitted to the Federal
INEC Head-quarter Abuja. This will be explained one after the other.

4.1.4.1 The 2011 INEC General Elections Report

According to the !NEC report of the 201 I general election as compiled by the then
Residence Electoral Commissioner (REC) Jibril Ibrahim Zarewa states that;

·

be ot· challenaes encountered in the conduct of the election. These
''There were a num r e

included cases of missing names in the voters registration, boycotting of election by corps

hi h I

'

•r•1'ppled the conduct of elections in many local government areas;
members w c near } e

.

.

I to handle elections at various level" (!NEC2011 generaland inadequate secunty personne

- election report).

fifteen (15) cases involving seventy one (71)The report also state that, there were

. .

.
.

h I courts for offences mcludmg,• uted Ill t e aws? electoral offenders bemg prosec

d' t the

, .

i'
. tion of voting. Accor mg o\k

.

1 terials and d1srupsnafo1t?e-: ·.
d ( of electora ma?? estruc 10n

. .

d in the 2011 General.
. d'dates that part1c1patenlber of political parties and can I

.

1

.

19· National
,

.

.
, 20· Governorship E ectlon '

'd ntial elect10ns '

pres1 e
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Assembly Elections 15: and state HoUSe.of
As.tembly9.0myt&BANPP'a11em,.WMseats in the various elections. The ANPP won the gm??:!?.district seats. 5 House of Representatives seats, and 13 sJ:ater¡,?,!!íf,? ?PDP won 1 Senatorial District seat, 2 House

ofRepresentatiVflS,alli¡,.<_ k:·

..

e··
·: .• :·,/.,

'-I
state House of Assembly election.

·

.
\'

'?

:;\.;, II?

The report concluded that, a total of fourteen ( 14) elections petitions were filed d:q1governorship and state Assembly election petitions tribunal after the 201 I Genén!Í !:?elections.

4.1.4.2 The 2015 INEC Cenera! Elections Report

The 2015 general elections report was compiled by Abubakar Umar Wara the then
Residence Electoral Commissioner (REC). The report presents the following;

In the course of the conduct of the elections the following challenges were encounti:red:

i.

ii.

iit-

Mix-up in the packaging of EC 8 series for the local government areas

th
h I

.Failure to activate RACs in the 28 mare e ec!Ions

Of ad-hoc staff which caused the short-listing ofCentralized enrolment

:!) ,.
,,unqualified personnel;

. . .

;¡_
.

d
.

the CVR exercises: and poor ttmmg tn1W?t1se of obsolete DOC machmes urmg
!

·.

•
.

h do?c too dose to Election Day.'re-location of Pus wh1c was
.

-.

.

.

d that· "generally. the election
I t. n Wara opme ,

•

• f h 2015 General e cc 10
,rron o t e

, djudged peaceful and(
ccredited observers were a

)ir INEC officials and a

t te" (INEC;,.,

.
. .

dents of violence in Zamfara s a
.

d f senous mc1
u1c no recor s 0

\,
1/

¦l--1 II
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:::i
·?-

- ,¿-.:=.;:. "'=1,:n ?crt1_ From the abo 2

•. - ---- -

.
.

ve 015 general election report in Zamfara state

-· ---- · me: :rdcrly conducted without cases of 1· ·ca1
.

po iti violence. At the

- :: ?=al election li thpo s, e APC won a majority of the votes in the

·-. -?- :.:-.e 'three s.:natorial district seats, seven houses of representative seats

-.e, : : ;;;;cmbly seats (lNEC 2015 general election report).

\

"c::-::.cr·L c:,,ecüvns. the challenges recorded were more of physical violence.

• ·.,.e-? :.:e::.·::: ;¢r.eral ele-:tions. th" challenges were technical problems. Also the 2011

?"e::.·.:-:?. :,. c:c.: :::':=sere 1 ¡ 5 i ca,es involving seventy one (71) suspected electoral offenders

':e:-:.,;¡ ::,·_ .c.;:-.?·-:c;:-;: tcl th¿ law ec,urt for such offences; snatching and destruction of election

?-,: ;::sn.:p:ion of ,oting. No of such cases were recorded in the 2015 general

dectíor.s .. -\:so an0lher distinction between the two elections is that, the political offices

s,;ere fairly contested in•201 I while in 2015 it was a landslide by the All Progressive

Congress I .-\PC l. The 2011 general elections compiled by INEC is seems more

comprehensi,·e and clarified than that of the 2015 general elections in Zamfara state. Both

elections (2011 and 2015) differ in nature, time. context and conducts. The three senatorial

districts were all won by APC in the 2015 general election, while in the 2011, ANPP (later

APC) won 2 senatorial seats and PDP won the other one seat. Finally, the 2011 general

1

· h
·

d ·th political violence of various forms and dimension. This

e ections were e aractenze w1

,
, . .

. f th Assistant Director of !NEC Zamfara state during the

1s tnlme with the assert10n o e

.
ore expeúenccd

in the 2011 elections

interview agree that, political
v10lence were m ·

.
. state ln a chat with the HOD VEP in the

COlll,ll_are
to 2015 general elections in Zarnfarn

.

.

-I
·

? ladima state that, there was no violence m

·onal office zamfara state Mr Garba Ga
.

A¡
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the conduct of 2015 eralgen elections in Zamfaxa state. Another senior INEC eleetoral
officer also said that ther .

·

e were no or little violence during the 2015 general ?
While the 2015 General Elections were characterized with less ar no politiêàhiokmeê.

4.L4.4 Similarities
· .•

•i_.,;.,?:-_ ·Y .'

The only similarities which can be recorded in both 2011 and 2015 general el ;
·

... _.
·.,t_ :,

insecurity problems and the returned of the victory of APC to the governorship seat.·
·

.··;,.;
·

.. _:!?-

4.1.5 Can Youth Political Violence be Minimized or Solved in Zamfara State?

To minimize or solve youth political violence in Zamfara state, a coordinated effort is

required by both individuals and government. It is a two way approach that required active

effort from each. Both government and the citizens needs to corporate in curbing political

violence. Meaning it's a societal responsibility to curb political violence in Zamfara state

polity. Political violence is a complex phenomenon which took occurs in diver's forms and

dimensions. Since politics is about a game clash of interest and competitions whether in a

re?latedor unregulated condition, violence most especially political violence, will always

be inevitable. Political violence can be minimize in a most regulated or controlled political

?
t f Zamfara ·state must devise a·strong and coercive law

system. Therefore, the governmen °
•

. f the political violence in the state. The

against those perpetratmg
and sponsonng o

.
. Al the government of Zarnfara state must make

Pl1Ili$lunent must be dracoman m nature. so,

• .

:
. .

.

crease income of individuals and increase

-

eff?t§) increase employment opportumties,
m

.

I life of the people of Zamfara state.

.

t de of shunning political violence by

. must develop the att1 u

_ ?£ the citizens, they
11 themselves to be

• r.

They must not a ow

effects and consequences.
I

I ¦Ill
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ff]81lipulateti by the
polit?cal

elites. They
shoul?

be able to challenge those wb.oq,t, ?,tlíi

use them as anns to cause political violence to use their children?- !lhoukl.M

repart such persons to the authorities. Thus in addition, politic:al ?'l"llfflllt ?
1' ,··,

and orientation of the public about elections and politics must be ._\Jrtl'l.t .... ''.
. ,.,. .. -

body (INEC) and the government and also other non-governmental orgltni?•11?l.J???
'.

'.??- <(-?

private corporations. One of the INEC senior electoral officer interviewed o?{ilJfüli
. ,\,f

youth are not the initiator of political violence, but they are pushed to do it. Theréfolt/'.
.\..

youths must disengage themselves from being manipulated by political elites and others. ln;.+,
··J,,

order to complement my assertion above, below is a tabular explanation strategy to

minimize or solve political violence by World Health Organization (WHO);

Table 4.1.5.lExamples Ôf Strategies to Preve?t Youth Violence

Individual ¡Relatioosh? Community Societal

Home visitation ... Improving school Public information

Training in parenting settings, including campaigns

teacher practices, Effort to reduce

family therapy

Pfe-,school

etfticbment

programmes

Sociid development Mentoring

programmes
programmes

school policies and media violence.

Strengthening
security

?<iuhu"ly those Peer mediation/peer
After

I '

·

programmes

tb\lti<:. emphasize
counseling

',,,i?-
? skills and· !

,,.?·.·.

school improving

Extracurricular

activities

and

police

and judicial systems.

Reforming

,

educational systems.

Policy changes to

community policing
?_L----

54



?es
I
Counseling

Vocational training

Incentives for

youths at high risk

of violence to

11111

Gang Pl'eVel11ion I N:duce JIOVlltY· ,.if i
'

,j

'..

(.;?

programmes ?. ·· f'i
Modification of the ?? .. ?·· ??J?}.º

physical
1

'?-1-?.;
.

. .. ?l
..

.,..

environment

.Improving •social

complete secondary

schooling

emergency response, tackle

trauma care and among youths.

access to health

services

Training health care

workers to identify

and refer youths at

high risk for

I
violence

Reducing th?

availability of

'.:.1

·,;¡Jt alcohol.

,,,J.
..?

World Health Organization, 2002

d that political violence cut across diverse form and

i it can be observe
lllble above,

. chological method.

olitical, social, economic, psy

_j¡ftnize or solve through p

-----?1¦1ce
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I
4,2 Tabula presentation

Table 4.2.0.I Gender Distributi'on d pan ercentage

2

Gender/Sex

Male

.Female

Total

I No. of Respondents

64

21

Percentage(%)

75.3%

24.7%

100%

Source: field work, 2018
I

ss

.

From table 4.2.0.1 above, 64 male respondents of 75.3% were consulted and 21 female

respondents of 24.7% were also consulted.' Note the values, norms and culture of the

people limited the number of female respondents.

Table 4.2.0.2 Distribution of Year of Residence and Percentage

SIN
' Y ears Range No.of Respondents Percentage(%) 7

1-20 42 49.41%

25
29.41%

2 21-40

18
21.18?

41-60

85
100%

Total
i

?
-

i So?¡field Work, 2018
•?

,·,
.

f residence of the respondents in Zamfara state.

Fr...,;?ie 4 2 O 2 above shows the years o

?. . . .

7J-40 and 41-60 with 49.41%,
. .

. h ear range 1-20, - '

18 respondents
within t e y

.

d I d in zamfara state .

. 21.18% respectively
have ue e

J _II I llfl I
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Table 4.2.0.3 Marital Status Distrib ti"u on and Percentage

SIN \ Marital Status
] Number of respondents Percentage (%)

l Married 51 60,%

2 Single 34 40%

Total

I
85

-
:

L
100%

Source:jield Work, 2018

From table 4.2.0.3 above is the marital status distribution of the respondents. 51 Married

respondents with 60% were consulted and 34 Single respondents with 40% were also

consulted.

Table 4.2.0.4 Age Distribution and Percentage

¡81N Age

h 25-35

]
Niimber of respondents

25

Percentage (%)

29.41%

42.35%
2 36-45 36

3 46-55 24

I
Total =--Lss _

Source: Field Work, 2018

28.24%

100%25

I

7

e distribution of the respondents. 25, 36, 24

From table 4.2.0.4 above shows the ag

8 24% falls within the age range of 25-35, 36-45,
. 41 % 42.35%, and 2 .

respondents v.'lth 29. '

and 46-55 respectively.
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Table 4.2.0.5 Educational Qualifi .

!cation of Respondents and Percentage

ISIN Qualification

:2

3

4

Degree/HND

NCE/ND

SSCE

Others

l Total
I

Source: Field Work, 2018

I
No. of Respondents

13

53

li

8

I85

Percentage(%)'

15.3%

62.4%

12.9%

9.4%

100%

From table 4.2.0.5 above, 13 respondents with Degree/HND with 15.3% were

administered with questionnaires. 53 respondents with 62.4% with NCE/ND,

1 lrespondents with 12.9% with SSCE and 8 other respondents with 9.4% were also

participated in this study.

Table 4.2.0.6 Occupational Distribution and Percentage

--------------r,¡;N¡-,;o:-. -;;of¡R?es;;;p;;;o;;;n-;¡d;;en;;¡t¡;s--lPPercentage
(%)

SIN Occupation 7
14

17%

Students

2 Civil Servants

-

-?
3 Public Servants

56
66%

4
5%

JI
13%

4 Ot ...

he=r?s--------?5 71ÕÍ?
_

85
100%

l _J To>:ta?l---------=c2-;;-;o;-;-/8;;----L--------"-----
Source: Field Work,

J
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From table 4.2.0.6 above shows that 14 respondents (students) with.17%, 56 ?
(civil servants) with 66%, 4 respondents (public servants) with 5%, and 11 otbml. win

.
,

;_,administered questionnaire.

4.2.1 SECTION C

Table 4.2.1.lVoting Distribution and Percentage

SIN Response

Yes

2 No

Total

No. of Respondents

70

IS

85

Percentage W•)

82.4%

17.6%

100%

Source: Field Work, 201.8

0 d While ¡ s respondentsbl 4 2 I I it is agreed that 70 respondents of 82.41/o vote .From ta e • · ·
,

with 17.6%, did not participate in voting.

d Post Political Violence in Zamfara StateTable 4.2.1.2 Pre an

SIN Response

-----6611--

-------
No. of Respondents

Yes

Percentage (%)

71.8%

2 No
24

28.2%

100%

Total
85

ii

. m rk, 2018Source: Field "0

d.post political violence in
d that there were pre an

t agree
4 2 I 2 61 responden s

dents disagree that there were noFrom table • ·
·

'

,.th 28.2% respon
"th 71.8%. While 24 v.i

.?,arnfara state Wl

fara state.
..

. violence in Zarn
cl!fflcând post polittcal

__
-

__
-
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¡
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Table 4.2.1.3 Cases of Political Vi'ol . 7 __enee ID ..,....fara State

I SIN Response

7??:&}.,
·.,

·?-·

'<.;:º--
.. , ... _.85

1100%
.

.'•Source: Field Work, 2018

From 4.2.1.3 above, 57 respondents with 67.1% agreed that there were cases ofpoliti.

IN
Yes

• of Respondents

57
I Pereeaa.ge (%)

2 No
28

Total

violence in their areas. While 28 respondents with 32.9% disagreed that there were no
cases of political violence in their areas.

Table 4.2.1.4 Have the Youths been Responsible for Political Violence in Zamfara
State?

I SIN Response

Yes

I Percentage(%)

48.2%

7

2 No
-

J

Total
?1

Source: Field Work, 2018

!
No. ofRe?pondents

41

44

85

I

51.8%

100%

d reed that youth are responsible for politicalFrom table 4.2.1.4 above, 41 respon ents ag

While on the other hand, 44 respondents with

•

tate with 48.2%.violence ín Zamfara s

· · ·

¡ Thionsible for poh!ical v10 ence. s
. that the youths are not resp

,5_!_.:8%,
disagreed

d
.

terviewed who opines that the youths
.

f the respon ent m
ent of one 0

complement the statem
but they are pushed to do it.. Zarnfara state,.;

¡
,

. •

cal violence m
.?responsible for pohtl

?

I

60

67.J"'

32.9%



r
·?1

..

WJF.•i."··:'·1'.·."

..
?

.

•,?

··.:_

.
·-

..

. ?;N,t,"(t

Table 4:2.I.S Electoral Malpract1 d

·

.
•ce Uring the 24111 aod J8JS ?.

. ..
Zamfara State

SIN Response

Yes
No. of respondents

2

27
No

58

. Total
68%

85

Source: Field Work, 2018
100%

From table 4.2. 1.5 above, 27

no electoral malpractice recorded.

I

-?:¡/}·
..respondents with 32% agreed that· there were cases o£ i ::?
"'

Ji
)?J

Table 4.2.1.6 The general elections that experiences more political violence

?
1

2

Election Year(s)

2011

2015

I
No. of Respondents

?Percentage(%)
69 -1-81%

16 19%

t Total

Source: Field Work, Wl'8

.

d nts agreed that 20 l I general elections wasb. 69 with 81 % respon eFrom table 4.2.1.6 a ove,
•

. While l 6 respondents with 19% on the other. .

h level of vwlence.characterized wtth hlg

al elections was violent.
hand, agreed that the 2015 gener

185

electóral malpractice in Zamfara state. But 58 respondents with 68% opined that there was

1100%

i

I

I

I
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Table 4.2.I.7 Factors Resp "bl
.

•

ons, e for Youth
Participation in Polí6-l ?SIN Factors

No. of
Respondents

Poverty
28

2 Religion
5

3
Unemployment

21

4 Elite
31

Total
85

Source: Field Work, ]018

- . .
.

?·

_Pe?{;
m&

25%

36%

100%

From table 4.2.1. 7 above. 28 respondents with 33% agreed that poverty is responsible foryouth participation in political violence. 5 respondents with 6% agreed that religion is a.factor contributing to political violence in Zarnfara state. 21 respondents with
25%contoured that unemployment is responsible for youth participation in political
violence in Zarnfara state. Finally. 3 I respondents with 36% totally agreed that elites are
responsible of instigating the youth to invoke political violence in the state.

Table 4.2.1.8 The Effects of Youth Political Violence on Socio-economic and Political
Development of Zam fara State

SIN Response

Yes

2 No

Total

No. of Respondents

59

26

85

Percentage(%)

69%

31%

100%

S?"iirce: Field Work, lOIB
¡ :..,

,,

?{(?
?·

? ..
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From Table 4.2.1.8 above 59 r d
.

' espon ents with 69% agreed that youth political violence

affected the socio-economic and 1.
.

alpo 1t1c development in 7--"La>uuara state. On the other band,
26 respondents with 31 % disagree.

Table 4.2.1.9 Can the G overnment Curb PoliticalViolence in Zamfara State?

1 SIN I Response I No. of Respondents I Percentage (%f
,-?;

!

-1 Yes 70 82%

2 No 15 18%
I

Total
185

100%

l I

Source: Field Work, 2018

From table 4.2.1. 9 above. 70 respondents with 82% agreed that government can curb youth

political violence in Zam fara state. While 15 respondents with 18%, disagree by saying no.

Table 4.2.1.10 The Differences and Similarities between 2011 and 2015 General

Elections in Zamfara State

I
SIN

·

Response I
No. of Respondents .Percentage (%)

J
53

62%

?l? Yes

32
38%

2 No
85

100% J
Total

·?
Source: Field Work, 20l

.

h 620;. agreed that there were differences

53 pondents
wit 0

From table 4.2.1.l O above, res
.

·
.

h 38% believe that both elections were

. ut 32 respondents
wit

between the two electJOilS b

similar.
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Table 4.2.1.11 How to Mini .

d
.

mize or Solve Political Vio•---. .-inZudlmts-t.

SIN Methods

2

Political educati?

4

Increases Employment

Reduce poverty rate

Increases Security

Total

·

¡ No. of Respondenú

22

24

29

10

28¾

34%

12%

I
ss

I
100%

Source: Field Work, 2018

From table 4.2.1.11 above, 22 respondents with 26% believed that political education will

be of great help in curbing political violence. 24 respondents with 28%, also agree that

increase of employment opportunity by the state government will help minimize youth

political violence. Another set of 29 respondents with 34%, s11ggest that reduction of

poverty rate will help in dealing with youth political violence. Finally, 1 O respondents with

12%, agree that increase in security personnel, approach and instruments will help to

reduce political violence in Zarnfara state.

4.3 Hypothesis

. f th political violence have socio-economic and political

Hl: The factors and causes O you .

effects.

.

. fara state has affected the electoral processes and

Hl: Youth political v10lence m zarn
. . . .

•
eel postponement

and voters mtJm1dat1on

b elections has been can '

democratization where Y
•

.

QfNarious forms
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Ill: There were different context and dimension of political violence in the 2011 a.201!
General Elections in Zamfara state.

'
1

"

..I

HO:There was similarity between the 2011 and.2015 General Elections in z_,,,fauilltll'iff
.

.
. ,,_, :;,

'

'

.
..

' ·J ; ·'.:}{ii½\ ?·the sense that, electoral or political violence no matter it fotm, contl!xt and dtl)I?.,,,;¡,,\;;''"
·

?[,
-

"..t.'•. )'•:,.,_ ',··? ·roccurrence is still political violence. ,
r Ji,
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CHAPTER FIVE

RESEARCH FINDINGS RE
. "

, COMMENDATION AND CONCl.t!SION.
S. I Research Findings

In the process of conducting this research, there were various factors discov?
.·,

influences youth participation in political violence in Zamfara state. The findings: of'?
,J::éstudy serve as an eye o?ner to researcher, statesmen, policy maker and researchers or kl,?-:·:._

readers. Youth and polit_ical violence has often been a regular feature of many general

elections in Nigeria and Zamfara state in particular. Some of the research findings are as

follows.

l.

ii.

ili.

Youth participation in political violence in Nigeria- and Zarnfara state in

particular has historical origin of analysis. This is because, political parties

formation have always been on ethnic lines. For example the Oduduwa people

h. h metamorphoses into the Action Group (AC). Another examplecongress w 1c

- M tanen Arewa which metamorphosed into Northern
is also the Jam1yar u

NPC) which has created room for violence and confrontation
People Congr;ss ( •

among political parties in Nigeria.

h I d to youth participation in political violence.
There are various factors t at ea

manipulation of religion, unemployment,
Among these factors are; poverty,

.

. h rate of illiteracy. Elites are seems to be

lack of potitical education and h1g
•

f political violence.
major influencer O

1.t. 1 violence than 2015 general
. more po 1 1ca

I elections witness
The 2011 genera

elections.
I
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iv. The participation of youth in political
.

1

.Vlo ence m Zamfa.ra state in the 2011 and
2015 general elections h aftias ected the socio-economic and political

development of the state through the destruction of businesses, setting housos

ablaze and r
·

1

· •

po?
itica assassination o( opposition most especiÍllly in the affected

areas like, Talata Mafara. Gusau, Tsafe, Kaura Namoda-, Bukkuyuni, lat\!M
. ;? ¡?

local government areas.

V.

jj',

'1
!-,.,.,

·.·t,:?/?,-:
?'

·, i

o

?

of ballot boxes, voters and electoral officers intimidation, protest, destruction of· \I;'',i".
?1,J.t•\!

properties, assassination, and kidnapping.

vi. Political violence is an inevitable phenomenon most especially in

underdeveloped/developing countries like Nigeria and Zamfara state in

particular. since the state is characterized by constant political and economic

competition :fur resource of various kinds which are limited. Thus, political

d b Of existing co?petition for political
violence cannot be eradicate ecause

vii.

viii.

power and economic domination.

d 1·1· J education sensitization and orientation of the

Poor attitude towar po I ica '

for political violence in the state.

people have pave more room

.

h ffected most of the youth. This resulting

Low level of standard educat10n as a

d anipulated to instigate political violence

f them easily influence an m

to some o

in the state.

The dominant form of political violence that seems to be effective and

practically experienced in 2011 and 2015 general elections includes; snatching

,·.· I

·,.:.-1
,;1

"
','•,.



5.2 Conclusion

From our Academic Jou ·

h .
•

mey, it as been discovered that youth have been the major

weaponry and vipers of political violence in Nigeria and Zamfara state in particular. This

has been triggered by a number of factors. In curbing this youth political violeííc.e bl

Zamfara state, a collective effort is required. Both the government and individuals ••e;
responsible in curbing the political violence by devising various means or mechanism.. to

regulate the electoral processes. Effective regulations, policies and programme must be set

up by the government to checkmate hostile behavior against the elecJoral processes in the

state. There is need for more creation of employment opportunity, re-evaluating of poverty

alleviation strategies in the state, wealth generation, education,;'1 improvement both in

quality and access etc. The individuals needs to adopt a positive attitude against J?Olitical

violence and should help the security personnel's expose those that are liable to instigate

political violence in the state. Parent should ensure proper parental training of their

•
· · th

· children The state government should not only rely on Federal
children by g1vmg eir ·

li t. for developmental projects, but should look inward and generate

Government a oca 10ns

. b turing into mineral exploration, mining and invest

wealth they should devise means y ven

•
•

·

J centers within the state to generate more funds

heavily in Agriculture, bu1ld1Dg recreationa

.

¡· and unemployment. The establishments of

f rty ¡] 1teracy,
to curb the problem O pave '

.

·

.
.

d tries in the state because of the geographical
d gar processmg

ID us •

industries like rice an su
• . •

duction. This can help m1rum1zed the
.

. and sugar-cane pro
f the state ID nee

advantages O
.

. Zamfara state and in Nigeria in

.
.

. in political
v10lence Ill

f th part1c1pat1on
.

chances o you
d funds education and make the life

h revenue generate
to

.

J·obs
use t e fth

general by creatmg '

1 by the religious leaders o e

devours needs to be checkma e

?bill??? __
---?--

-
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community. The religious leaders

I al
.

•

must also preach and teach values that are anti..politieal
e ector violence Govémm t h

·

. en s ould build more. standardized educational faeilitier,

employed more teachers. F rth

·

u er research can be conducted on, .
effect of poverty and

unemployment on youth
·

1VIO ence and -effects of lack of education on socio-economie tii14

political development

5.3 Recommendations

I. Youth participation in political violence Nigeria has assumed a historical origin

seeing various ethnic local groups transform into political parties in Nigeria. This

has create antagonism and opposition among ethnic groups because the various

political parties and organizations are ethnic based. During the colonial period,

most of the youth agitate against the colonial policies and domination. This violent

agitation became prominent during the independent movement epoch. By 1960 till

date, political violence engagement_ of youth has becomp a regular exercised in

Nigeria political system. This is because new political parties with
?ifferent

•a I

· mergino everyday. This makes the political arena competitive.
1 eo og1es are e "'

•
· eds to look back and ration the negative effect of political

Youth and N1genans ne

. society and avoid it future happening.
v10lence on our

II.

Ill.

·

position in other to debunk the influence and

youth must reclaim then

Should not allow themselves to be use as

Of the elites. They
manipulation

. truments of political
violence.

ms • 11· Th'
·

.

l than the 2015 genera e ect!On. 1s was

·tn ss much political
vio ence

The 2011 WI e
.

.
. after the announcement of the 2011

. test and agitation
It f senous pro

as a resu O
. The Jndepe'b.dent National Electoral

It nation wide.

presidential
election resu
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Commission (!NEC) should alwa s
.

. .

Y weigh the political tension of the poU,ijeal.

system before announcing results Th 1· 'cal· e po Ili atmosphere most be ?
before during and after elections.

IV. T .d0 avoi snatching of ballot boxes, voters and electoral officers' iminü.cbd:iôb; i.
i

protest and destru,:tion of electoral proc?sses, there is need for adequate leaim•• ....
',

,'.;k··. '· ;??-
to checkmate any group. or individual who want to cause mayhem to the _., J:J?-

·
' ·

t?

processes. Areas were such cases are recorded their votes should not be co!M · :;f
·-,,',!

and compiled.

V. Government should make adequate security available before or during BJ;ld even

after elections so as to avoid crisis and violence. The security agents or personnel

should be well kited with good arms so as to scare away those who might like to

VII.

course any misconduct of the electoral processes.

VI. In minimizing youth political violence in Zamfara state, effective political

?onsensus and dialogue should be the way out among political interest groups and

. • •

¡ Th d' must also play an effective part in educating the public on

md1v1dua s. e rue 1ª

electoral violence and its implication to the society.

. .

d
. d orientation should be seriously emphasized by the

Adequate poht1cal e ucat1on an

1

. Zamfara state and Ni?eria in general so as to

electoral body INEC regular y m

VIII.

politically socialize the youth
.

hould enhance the educat10nal standard,
t of the state s

Finally, the governrnen .
. .

.

b making the youth the1r most pnonty.
. f the state educat10n y

facilities and quahty 0
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APENDIXSECTION

INTERVIEWQUESTIONS

Topic: Youth and political vi I
. . . . ····· ..

·

.

o ence m N1gena: A comparative stu:?.of'?f,\.·
..

2015 general elections in Zamfara state •

i•·.
,

. ;J-',-;
,p ..

?:

NAME:
. . . . . . . . . .

:

:?

OCCUPATION ······················································••,•·····················

NAME OF ORGANIZATION . ··················································

RANK ..

QUESTIONS

1. What can you say about the 2011 and 2015 general elections violence in Zamfara state?

2. What do you think is political violence?

3. Were there any cases of electoral or political violence in yoÜr area during the 2011 and

2015 general elections in Zamfara state?

4. What is the nature or political violence that' occurs in your area?

5. Are the youths responsible for political violence?

'nk the major factors responsible for youth participation in political
6. What do you th1 were

violence in Zamfara state?

·

1 11·0n between religion, political elites, unemployment
· ·

·

, there any corre ª
'

7. In your opm10n, is

poverty and political violence?



QUESTIONIER

By

Aruwa, Saino Haruna

Federal University Gusa u Department of Political Science

-:',-;.;,;?,??

")his questionier seeks some very impÓrtant data from you as a respondent. The reasQ? iqf,·?
asking such questions is to understand the differences and similarities between 2011 and 2015,
general election in Zamfarn stute to understand the outcome and implication of youth
participation in political violence during the 2011 and 2015 general election in Zamfara state

SECTIONA

respectively.

Your responses will be used to justify this research problem and help us in understanding the

problem better. This study cordially solicits for your cooperation and your responses will be

treated with confidentiality.

TITTLE .

SEX ,

QUALIFICATION ..

LGA .

i I

SECTIONB

YEARS OF RESIDENCE .

AGE ,
MARITALSTATUS EDUCATIONAL

........... ,
OCCUPATION .

SECTIONC

QUESTIONS

. .

t

.

oting? YES OR NO .

I. Do you participa e in v ·

? f olitical violence before or atler the 2011 and 2015 general
2. Were there any orm o p

elections in Zamfara state?
.

f rt" ·

l violence in your area m the 2.011 and 2015 general
3. Have there been cases o po , ,ca

.

. •¡YES OR NO ,.
.electton ·

·

.

1 for political violence m Zamfara state? YES ...... OR
ti, been responsrb e

4. Have the you

NO .



,, 8.

.·
•

.
.

;'õ t:{,.:t?; \ {f;i;5. Was there any el ,

,·-.··•
-

,
.·.

·

.
.

. ??-ectorat malpractice record? dui:i11g the 2QU !!mil 2at:l??in your area? YE.s ...... OR NO .. ,...
,:/·, "'-·'

6 Wh"
:

· tch of these general elections (20J"Ipolitical violence? . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . ..... .. .. . ... .. f-"f7- Which of the following youthink is responsible for yoúth polit!W"-Religion
, poverty

, unemployment. elites influence ,'?
.

.
Do you think that youth participation in political violence affected the $?!and political development of the state? YES ......... ORNO ......

9. Can the governmentcurb political violence in Zamfara state? YES OR NO .. , ...
I O. Where there any differences from the two general elections? YES ? OR NO ......
11. What do you think should be done to minimize political violence in Zamfara state?

·······················-····
····························································•······························· ... , ......
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·····•
,

Additional observation

···················································································
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