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Abstract

This research examined the critical performance of smart card reader reduéing

irregularities in the 20 I 5 general elections in Katsina State. The aims of this study

include: to examine the impact of the smart card readers on the outcome of the 2015

general elections ,
to identify how card reader promote democratization in Katsina

state, to proffer solution on how to improved the inadequacy and achievement of the

card reader in attainment of sustainable democracy in Nigeria. The research adopted

both qualitative and quantitative methods. The research found out that the use of the

card reader led to the increase and reinforcement of public confidence and trust in the

electoral process, electoral fraud was reduced and election litigations were minimized.

The research conclude that considering the massive electoral fraud witnessed in general

elections since Nigeria's independence, the card reader should be used for future

elections because the introduction of technology has resulted to incremental

development in Nigerian electoral process. The research finally recommends that All

Nigerians should accept the use smart card readers in the conduct of elections at all

levels, Both INEC and Ad-hoc staff should be properly trained on the use of smart card

readers to eliminate the challenges experienced in the 2015 general elections and

Electorates should be given proper orientation on the use of smart card readers.

xi
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CHAPTERONE

INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background to the Study

Election is the process of choosing a candidate for public office. ·Election is a critical

component of any democratic society. As such, Nigeria's returned to democratic rule and

engagement with the democratic process led to the conduct ofíts general elections in 1999,

2003, 2007, 2011 and 2015. General elections are elections conducted in the federation at

large for federal and state elective positions (The Electoral Institute, 2015).

The 2015 general election appears to be the most keenly contested in the history of

elections in Nigeria because it was the first time about four major opposition parties came

together to form a very strong party, All Progressive Congress (APC) in order to challenge

the dominance of the ruling party. Peoples Democratic Party (PDP) in the polity. Indeed,

according to Omotola (2013: 172), the election became the only giune in town, shaping

and reshaping public discourse and political actions.

Prior to the 2015 general elections, a number of technologically based reforms (e.g.

biometric Register of Voters, Advanced Fingerprints Identification Systern) were

embarked upon by the new leadership (headed by Prof Attairu Jega) of the Independent

National Electoral Commission (!NEC), the election management body empowered by the

1999 Constitution (as amended) of the Federal Republic of Nigeria to organize, undertake

and supervise all elections in Nigeria.

:)?·:,•:,:{:
.
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The more general use of biometric in African elections is on the rise. No fewer than: 25

sub-Saharan African countries ( e.g. Sierra-Leone, Democratic Republic of Congo, Zambia.

Malawi, Rwanda, Senegal, Somalíland, Mali, Togo, Ghana etc.) have already held

elections employing a biometric voter register (Piccolino, 2015). The Automated

Fingerprint Identification System was used in the 2011 general elections as a digital

register to eliminate doubles from the list, and was not capable or verifying the identity of

voters at the polling stations (Piccolino, 2015).

These technologically based reforms by !NEC were further taken to• another height in the

2015 general elections with the use of the Permanent Voter"s Card (PVC) and introduction

of Smart Card Reader technology, a device used to scan the PVC in order to verify the

identity of a voter in a polling booth. The smart card reader was one of the greatest

innovations of biometric verification technology and controversial crucial aspect of the

2015 general elections 3 in Nigeria. African countries like Ghana, Kenya, and Somaliland

etc had adopted the biometric verification technology.

Concerned about the massive electoral fraud witnessed in the past general elections in

Nigeria, !NEC deployment of the card reader in 20 I 5 general elections was to ensure a

credible, transparent, free and fair election in order to deepen Nigeria"s electoral

democracy. However, the used of the electronic device in the 2015 general elections

generated debate among election stakeholders before, during and after the electionüs.

Conducting elections is seen as providing legitimacy to elected leaders, as long as they are

conducted fairly and with integrity. But it also seems that along with the trends toward

more elections around the world there are increasing concerns about electoral irregularities

2
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and the potential manipulation of the electoral process. For example, recent presidentíal

elections in Mexico have been marred by allegations of irregularities and vote buying,

including claims that pre-supporters in some areas provided gift cards to voters. Concerns

about electoral irregularities, manipulation and anomalous results have swirled around

recent elections in Afghanistan (Worden 2010), Angola (Collier and Vicente 2012),

Armenia (Hyde 2007), Iran (Mebane 2010), Georgia (Tucker 2007), Kenya (Collier and

Vicente 2012), Kyrgyzstan (Tucker 2007), Mexico (Eisenstaedt 2007), Moldova (Senyuva

2010), Russia (Myagkov et al. 2009), Serbia (Tucker 2007), Ukraine (Myagkov et al.

2009; Tucker 2007), Venezuela (Levin et al. 2009), and Zimbabwe (Collier and Vicente

2012). Similar concerns have arisen about some anomalies in recent U.S. elections as well,

for example a dispute ¡,ver the thirteenth congrOessional districts election in 2006.(

Alvarez, R. Michael and Jonathan N. Katz. 2008).

ln an attempt to ensure a good research project, it will be apt to assert that electoral

irregularities in Nigeria have served the ignoble purposes of weakening the people's

confidence and support for democratic institution in Nigeria. Institutions of the state like

school and other social institutions strengthen and stabilize democratic development since

they encourage and legalize wider popular participation in the democratic and development

process. As a result of the several incidences in past years of electoral irregularities

perpetrated at the national, state and local levels of governance, people are beginning to

Jose faith in the democratic system of government in Nigeria. This has weakened the

development programs, projects and prospects of Africa's most populated country-Nigeria.

The huge electoral irregularities experienced during the 2007 elections made the European

Union, the Commonwealth and the United Nations Development Program (UNDP) to

3

'-;;,• ·_- _::?

i_•·:;?{fi?/1

.. :.:

->ii

·.:_f,_,·.·..·.
1._::·:i?.j

·::r-

_,?



11111

I
carry out a detailed study of the pervasive problem of why Nigerians have lost inteiest,-

confidence and faith in democratic institutions.

Provoked by election controversies in the past decades, political methodologists have been

at the forefront of studying both election irregularities and election integrity. This virtual

issue of political analysis presents a number of those recent papers, highlighting the

contributions that methodologists have made in developing new approaches to analyze

elections data to try to detect anomalies that might indicate the existence of deliberate

manipulation that could constitute electoral irregularities. Other methodologists have taken

a different approach, and while not motivated to detect manipulation or irregularities, they

have developed analytic approaches that help us better understand and predict election

results, and which can be used in the future to improve evaluations of election integrity and

analyses of the causes and consequences of election irregularities. It is in this light that this

scholarly research seeks to beam the torch-light of inquiry on Nigeria and her introduction

of the voter smru1 card readers as a panacea to the problem of electoral irregularities during

the 2015 general elections.

In March 2015, general election was the fifth elections since Nigeria returned to

democratic rule in I 999. Nigerians went into the general elections with renewed

determination to exercise their voting rights and stood stoutly to monitor and protect their

votes with anything and everything (Momodu, 2015). Though, the 2015 general election

has come and gone. The elections was bedeviled with issues that almost denied Nigeria

and Nigerians the opportunity of voting in their representatives in government for another

four years. At one stage the country was facing the danger of what may be considered as a

law of diminishing returns in terms of the quality of election, with every succeeding

4
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election regarded as worse than the previous one. lbis state of affairs generated a constant

demand and debate on electoral reform in the country, which has consistently taken place

before each round of the general elections.

ln recognition of the importance of free, fair, and credible elections, cum the pursuit of

sustainable democratic milieu, INEC has introduced the PVCs and card authentication

system that involves the use of the Permanent Voter Cards and Smart Card Readers for

voter accreditation at the polling during the just concluded 2015 general elections.

The main objective of this study is predicated·on the critical unraveling of the fads, fact

and fallacies behind INEC's use of the PVCs and card authentication system which

involves the use of the Permanent Voter Cards and Smart Card Readers for voter

accreditation and how it has reduced irregularities during the 2015 general elections.

1.2. Statement of the Research Problem

:;:¡
:_,_1:t__

·r

·?
r

Having remained virtually unchanged since the enactment of universal and secret

suffrage at the end of the 19th century, voting procedures are undergoing a radical

transformation in many countries through the introduction of electronic methods of voting.

At least 30 countries around the world are currently in the process of testing or

implementing computerized voting, and in at least 10 countries (Australia, Brazil, United

States of America, Venezuela, Kazakhstan, France, Italy, United Arab Emirate, Romania,

Norway) electronic voting (e-voting) is the main method used to elect national

representatives.( Alvarez, R. Michael and Jonathan N. Katz. 2008).

Taking a critical look at the traditional voting method that has been in existence for years

we can observe many opportunities for irregularities an1ongst with the inability of the

5



citizens to verify the election results This g·
. . • •

·
· ives a strong motivat:ton forc:ompura- ....

to design electronic mechanisms that could realize voting. and that would not ooly dísâllle

cheating and allow checking. but also lower the costs (Attahiru., Jeg¡¡ 20l5).

Jn her quest to improve and push the limit of her development beyond lhe ose of 1llalPl1

typology of voting, by adopting new vistas rooted in electro-centric elecloral procc::!15

The Independent National Electoral Commission (!NEC) introduced the Smart Cad

Readers during the 2015 general elections. This study critically ex.amines the O.'EC Smart

Card Readers and how it has reduced irregularities during the 2015 general ekdÍOll5-

1.3.

(i)

Research Question

What was the impact of the card readers on lhe outcome of !hi: 2015 ?

(ii)

(iii)

(iv)

elections?

Has the introduction of the card readers helped in ímprGYÍLg e'??

process and sustainable democrac) in Nigeriaº

How does the use of card reader in 2015 general elecú,:,n; ¡,ra:•z;.IT"..:" &mcrcratíc

culture in katsina state in the 2015 general electionsº

d
. der be minimized or impm•,;i:J 00• attained

How can the impact of the car rea

.
.

t te and in NiDeria as a 1\TICle-:?

sustainable democracy in kasma s a "

6



t.4• Objectives of the Study

...,e main objectives of this research work ti1" are as ollows:

(I) To examine the impact of the smart dcar readers on the outcome of 1kt 20lS

general elections

(2) To find out whether the introduction of the smart card readers has helped ia

improving electoral process .and the sustenance of democracy in Nigeria

(3) To identify the how card reader promote democratization in kalsina state and iB

Nigeria as a whole during the 20 I 5 general elections.

(4) To proffer solution on how to minimize or improved the inadequacy ami

achievement of the card reader in attainment of sustainable democracy in N"igeria

and in katsina state in particular.

1.5. Basic Assumptions/hypotheses

In line with the objectives of the study. we will adopt the follo"ing assumptions as guide:

. d readers has changed the political spectrum of

(i) The introduction. ot the smart car -

the Nigerian electoral process.
.

.

d readers "ill eliminate lack of trust fil the

(ii) The continual use of the smart car

[Nigerian elections.
fairness and legitimacy o

.
. . - .

d
.

nate the process o t elecuon fil Atrn:a.

Jection is likely to om1

(iii) A computer-based
e

1.6. Significance of the Study

.
. ne that has elicited the greatest atremion..

. from all indicauon ,s o

The 2015 General Election
. been such great expectations from

. there has ne, er

al election
Since 1999 to the 2011, gener

7
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Ni? as in the one being e

,,

xpressed for th

?on and concern from Nigerian on the 2015

e 2015 general. elec.tion. This: --?

. . ,
general election is understandable. Itis

? N1gena s democracy is gradual! .

y bemg deepe d h'ne w 1le the electoral process by

tbê )ndependent National Elector-di e . .

omn11ss1on (!NEC) is also enjoying some confidence

from the electorate with the introduction

·

.

of the smart card readers to curtail .electoral

irregularities. Probably also, the 2015 elec.hon has come on the fore because of the great

challenge it possess all Nigerians especially th
• ...on e issue of cred1b1hty and transparency, a

much is needed to break the men f ¡

· • • .ace o e ectoral megular1ties m the country's electoral

life-cycle. While it is true to posit Until 1999, Nigeria's experience with democratization

was in its critical stage; characterized by military interventions, The Fourth Republic since

1999 has witnessed some stability. However it is key to note that the democratization

process was bedeviled by poorly conducted elections that left Nigerians frustrated and

questioning the value and validity of electoral democracy. Sounding the alarm of change in

the conduct of elections Nigeria. Professor Attahiru Jega (2015) opined that "our

immediate objective when we came on board in June 20 l O was to reverse the trend and

restore credibility to the electoral process. Even though the 2011 elections were not

......,. d' d d I lly and internationally to be, perhaps, the 2015 has been

.,._aect, they were a JU ge oca

•

•

N
· ,

· • history due to the use of the Smart Card Readers".

widely deemed as the best m 1gcna s

. h is that, it will deepen the sagacity of knowledge and

The important aspect of ?his
researc

It will also help tremendously in guiding the

information on the subject matter.

. d ·sions with respect to the electoral process in

h"le making ec1

government policymakers
w 1

?Ígeri.a.

8



lettr
- -? in addition, will not onl be
11·

.
. ..

· .

y an add' ·

"" ·tJliÍIIC 1he stud
ttion to th .

.

?•·
.,JP··•.•· .

•

ents of political science .

e existing body of know!?? :

·.

=l .

' •

'pubhc adm· .
.

.

.

othd' diSCíphnes related to the t
.

m1stratton and public
. li . .

.

. .

;

opte for th
.

po cy er.lÜly'

e1r studies

. . .

goyetlllJlCllt
of Nigeria aRd any oth

as well as provide the people •and

er readers

•

a ·sense of dire
.

the unporbmce of electronic-ce .

ction and understanding âbout

ntnc votin

.

g process and its
.

.

I,ebaVi(lllí and outcome of elections.

!IDportance on the voting

l.7. Scope and limitations of th Se tudy

This research work is designed to

·

cover the stud f h
.

.

.

y o t e unpact of tbe INEC Smart Card

Ri:aders, how it has reduced irregularities d
.

.

urmg the 20 I 5 general elections; with more

emphasts on the benefits and shortcom. mgs of the Smart Card Readers to the Nigerian

political landscape.

1.8. Operational Definition of Terms

For the purpose of this research work the following terms are defined:

• Permanent Voter Card (PVC)

------11

Furthermore, the electronic accreditation was segmented into two levels; tbe verification

and authentication of voter. The verification authentication stage involves swiping of the

Permanent Voter Card against the Card Reader for the purposes of verifying iftbe voter is

the legitimate holder of the card and that the polling unit information in the PVC

tonespornls with details of the polling
unit. It also enables the polling officials determine if

the PV
by the comrnission.

The authentication stage involves

·

. C is genuinely
issued

PVC holder with the biometrics stored in the chip .

.ll!íltching the fingerprint
of the

·

9
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:t.?. card read

f?;i.:

t?11<
·

·. ·
er records

t1111nbe
•

··

\t½?fi-
1./J?1b1of the voten. Tb• .

f,

r of PVcs Verified!•? ·: ;fi:c, I?
¡

;:
18 in °ttnation

-

f.'>· )i. .

can be used to udit • .
"I

-- 11?Jnmewhether accreditatio fi
pulliiiig

,
J.

I
- --

- }·:,'.
n SUres have been

1
.

•
•

>??
1111¡

- Ii?S) the Permanent V
a 1ered or? II

imi1111,ti,,

;.. -?ijié<•
. ·.

oter Cards (PVCs)the lnclepcodm¡t NlliaaaíAli??
J.l!;tfí (lNBC) has produced Permanent V ·. )?-I

''
oter Cards (PVCs) fm i8ie ? -

•• tJj.e biometric Register of Voter d
.

. . ·. ·• f;']'
.

.

s urmg the March 28th llild Apiil lllm,,, ?J
·ems. The PVC replaces the T

· -,?

•. . . ·.

emporary Voter Card (lVC) isJmd -• k,:tlfJll

;;.&,;,·,··--??:.:'on of voters ¡ince 2011. Qualitv security durab'l' , and
.

. e;{)
.? .,, , lit) . cost?-- ;·

;_,.. -,-

? factors in the production of the Pennanent Voter Cards by INEC. Daccalliií ?-)- ·

···
·· jl1

•many components and specialized features (e.g. base substrare, ? pimliilg, .;8!
plllllllDlllization, lamination and chip embedding). and it is designed '-''Íttl :an??

·

?.e,,?

span often (10) years. The PVC has an embedded chip that contains all tbemmmnriiisd•

kgi1inuite holder (including fingerprints and facial image 1.
On Election Day. l1 "'111S?

widul Smart Card Reader at the polling unit to ensure 1 CIO per cero autheoticufum miil

.

ll
. d to rnte The PVC has seolJIÍÍR· tÍflllllJE$

verification of the voter before he/she JS ª 0" e ·
-

.

. . Onlv \'Oters who have their ff\C -

ltllitílte not easily susceptible to counterfoltmg. .

. For avoidance of doubt. TVIC£ - mm

? to vote in the 2015 general elect10ns.

,.

,. .
•

to collect their PVC bfil0TfW-odf
· , •

, d ersons

•, ,.,,tlius it was important for rcgJsterc P
.

.
.

?

_;

.
.

, a· tribution pomts ill all the 36 i!tl1l5 miil

? collectJon at JS

. PVCs are available or
until SU!lÓlW- ?Mlmdil

,

1
d" n•• on weekends, -

•

T) daily me u i "

Capital Territory (FC
'

f
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• Smart Card Readers

for the first time in Nigeria's electoral history 1

.

,
e ectroruc voter authentication system

(SJJ1art
Card Readers) is being deployed for the 2015 general elections. The card reader

a highly secure and cryptograpl
·

t hn 1

.uses 11c ec o ogy that 1s used commonly in devices that

?eed to perform secure transactions, such as paying terminals. It has ultralo? power
c;OIISUillPtion, with a single core frequency of 1.2GHz and an Android 4.2.2 operating

system- The card reader units have been broadly subjected to Quality Assurance, Integrity

and Functionality testing and found reliable in ease of use, battery life and speed of

processing. For instance, it takes an average of 10 seconds to authenticate a voter. The card

readers were also subjected to Stress testing in the states and FCT ahead of the March 28

and April 11, 2015 elections. !NEC made a card reader available at every voting point in

e·¡· d
·

th 2015 elections, with athe 36 states and Federal Capital Territory (I-'
•

) urmg e

substantial number of spares available to address contingencies.

¦ Electioneering

"',{ ,c11·,,11eeriiw" includes campaigrung for or
th, term e' "

As defined by Colorado statute, e

. .

.
, b llot. It is the practice of workmg actively

.

e that 1s on the a

against any candidate and/or ,ssu
. .

ti i. parlance electtoneenng means the
1

·t'on In ano 1e

d' d te in an e cc t
•

to secure votes for a can i a

.

b ,oted upon at the election
did·1te or issue to e \

. . . osition to a can '

. .sobcitatlon of support or opp
. asion electronic ampltfica!Jon

f ·( a) Personal persu '

.
.

by means o ·

.or polling place m quest1?11•
. f pairrn materials. (b)Offenng or

distributton o cam "

th display or
I d tof the human voice, or e

. enefit in a manner calcu ate 0

ther material b

k r any 0

distribution of food, drin '

0

11

¡:
i,
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•·'¥7,,

[,__gmtioo, '"Pl'>rt 0
It'.

' r opposition to a .

!f;.
.

.
candidate or

·

,,

?. J)Otjnclude
the display of ordinary b

issue. Electioneering" does

• .· umper stick
;;:•

ers on automobiles.
"

• Democracy

1be concept of democracy has been d r .

e med d1fferentl b d'
•

.

Y Y ifferent scholars depending on

die cin:umstance and interest of their ,

·

research Accordin I d·

g Y, emocracy here emphasizes

political freedoms and procedures, includin , ,g ,,go, emment by the people", political rights

and elections or civil liberties. It entails
·

·¡·
.. .,,,civi ian pohtics that provide substantive values

such as peace, social and economic devei ·

opment, or equahty and justice in every political

community even within the scope of this research.

The meaning and nature of democracy is subjected to its application in different

environments. In discussing the nature of Nigerian democracy. Jega (2007:15) observes

that "the dominant model, historically anel contcmporarily. in terms of the number of the

countries who have used or are using it is /iheral democracy. It is predicated on the

1

following principles: individual freedom; equality before the law; universal suffrage

( ti. "gh ) ¡

·

d J 6 representation·•.
Additional features include popular

vo ng n ts
;

e ectton an

.

·

·1 ovemment; guarantee of freedom (basic);

sovereignty; popular representation; niaJon Y g

.
?

1 resolution of disputes; free market and enterprise.

consensus and accommodatwn; peaceiu

¡¡ d to as bourgeois democracy and elite

Liberal democracy is also variously re erre

democracy.

. . to control public policy pertaining to the

, . "enable c1 uzens
"' democratic system is said to . .

.

t al national dec1s10n makmg organs

•··
•

.

n forms, to the cen r '

hôldmg of elections under certai

12



r
Ili -.-to the maintenance of certain ti
IIJ, undarnent

J

•

..
ª pohtica] l"b .

I tJ,nal',
2007:3). However, this defi . .

1 erties" (Hadenius, 1992:36 In

!! imt1on limits th
•

e scope of d •

; ? level of governance by exc] dº

emocratic experience to the
u mg otherim portant levels of al

•

-?,1 ¡oca} governments that pia d
.

an ys1s such as the state
Jill" ye an important

I

.

roe1nafed
I

'

.
.

era system of government like
N1gena.

1.9. Organization of Chapter

The report of this research work comprise. f fis O I ve chapters:

Chapter one: consists; introduction statement f th• 0 e research problem, research questions,

aim and objectives of the study. scope and limitation of the work, conceptual clarification

and Chaptarization.

Chapter Two deals with the review of related and rele,,rult literature and theoretical

framework various literatures concerning the subject matter under study are going to be

examined and reviewed. A suitable theoretical framework is going to be adopted to explain

the study so as to give the work of definitive meaning.

Chapter Three covers methodology of research

· data analysis and discussion of major findings.

Chapter Four consists of ¡lata prescntauon.

1

,

.

on and recommendations.

Chapter Five consists of summary, cone usi

13



CHAPTERTwo

º'fjjRATUREREVIEW AND THEO
.

.
RETICAL FRA MEWORK

./ t9Jt,troduction?
¡_
-

fo review the literature for this study, we combine
• .

both the conceptual and empirical
¡eV1Cwthen we do a theoretical review.

2.1 Conceptual Review

2.1.l Smart Card Reader

Ar.cording to Jurisic (2012) who alluded that recently, the interest in electronic voting has

increased as more and more states start implementing such systems. At the same time,

paper voting process is o,ften being replaced by national electronic ID cards which enable

citi7.ens to securely identify and authenticate over the internet. It is nó news that Electronic

voting one of the most desired elements of modem democracy. It would make the voting

process more convenient, less expensive, and it could also be a democracy enhancing

factor. Smart cards are plastic cards with embedded integrated circuits and similar in size

to toda , d Th . be used as an access-control device, making personal

y s payment car s. e) can

Only to 111e appropriate
users. Smart cards provide data

and business data available

d p to be a secure system component. There

P0rtability and are designed from the groun u

d
.

1 tegrated Circuit (IC) memory cards, IC

are three different categories of smart car s. n

ards An IC memory card simply stores

Ó)ltij:a] memory cards, and IC microprocessor
e .

-

.·.

·

ds are the sarne as IC memory cards, but

J"'" .
·.

•
.

I memory car

?ma secure manner. JC opuca
·

?;vide a larger memory capacity·

•I

Ji
¡,

l

14



::,
JC tnietOProcessor card, on the th

..

o erhand
·.·.

' can proces ·

'·

• -on in the memory of the d
s, 1.e., add, delete and manipulate

·:e·

'

car
' allowing a Vari

'.?_\·d/
write capabilities. Smart card

ety of applications and dynamic
:f'I'!"""

s are used
·

.

·:e.
•

.

In
e-voting schemes £

. . •

;:e.d aulhentlcatton of voters, for s

or secure 1denttficatlon
-? ecure stora

I' ??b*? .

.,;c· .. -,;na scheme including s·
·

y processmg parts of the e-

¡¡¡¡
..,,...... ' , igmng and encryptin m

="·. .

• g essages and/or votes. Usually e-voting

.? use IC microprocessor cards b· ,

,

• ccause they are b d
.

í

·

ase on cryptographic protocols
·

,nd ..,;rnitives, Thus, when we refer tor- smart cards i th·n is paper, we are referring to IC

uúcroprocessor cards.

To Neumann (2013) a critical look at the manual voting method that we have been using

for years we can observe many opportunities for irregularities along with the inability of

the citizens to verify the election results. This gives a strong motivation for computer

scientists to design electronic mechanisms that could realize voting, and that would not

only disable cheating and allow checking. but also lower the costs. Three approaches to the

problem are proposed: poll site voting. kiosk voting and Internet voting. The first one

·
' ·

JJlaced in the voting booths. The votes are cast in
mvolves special voting machines

·

. • • trarv to kiosk voting, we can assume control

mteraetion with the machines. ln this case. con ·,

f ·I ( 11 officials. The second approach realizes

0fthe voting environment and presence
O e cc 'º

.

,1 ing malls) that enable citizens to cast

th
. .

.. Is (e g., 1n s 1opp

e1deaofpublicly available tennma ·
.

_

i card readers, by contrast, reqmres
. ting using the smai

Votes. Electronic cum Electronic vo
. .

d by a client-server apphcation, run

!!!
.

• rocess is perforrne

; I\() de.dicated machines. The voung p
. thorities. Of course the

5_,
.

. b trusted authority or au ,

ii:
·bs,

· h rver side, Y

..
-

, "1t -voters PC, and on t e se
fleets the needs of the modem

]. ?.H??.
;• ?tltl\pProach is more convenient

and econom
. ( n plays an important role in

. . d authentica
¡o

. dentificat10n
an

• ¼ In e-voting, voter 1



that only eligible voters may
·

cast a vote, that thosei·< . , voters only cast a vote once,;_¡-•,:tJ¡at ehgtble voters are not prevent d fr .2 · e 0m
Voting Th fi .

..
:?·' ·

.
.

· ere ore, using EIDS for voter:1.,?fication and authentication in e-votin •

-? g Is ª
promising future direction.

¡: Torrieri (2006) averred that unfortunate!Jif, Y, almost all contemporary protocols for
·

.,,.,.tMnic voting have an inherent law th;; -• ey neglect susceptibility of the voter's PC to-

-

....i..,-aflBCks. Another issue is providing variab1·¡1·tyand d' bl' ·

Jlin
?,- isa mg massive vote se g.

?ess it is considerably more demanding from the security perspective, as we have

ID take into account less control of the voter's environment and various cyber-attacks. The

allaÇks may be launched from anywhere, and may target many voters causing major

damage to the state and discrediting Electronic voting in general. Possible abuses that we

can expect are automated vote selling and malicious changing of votes extinct.

2.1.2 Electoral Irregularities:

i
. ;ft¡ an attempt to

al·c, at the core of citizens' democratic
. •

d rac)' and theyElections are essential m a emoc ·

. f ltiparty democracy and the
f h C Id War the reintroduct,on o mu

rights. Since the end o t e O '

. .

th-'
d that holding elections is now e

.
. h olitical space have ensure

gradual reopening of t e P
. In addition 'credible

. African countnes. '

rf al change m
main acceptable means of po 1 ic

.

ri~
.

t source of behavioural, if
albe!I su ,cien '

ie a necessary,?·
eQntpetitive elections have becon

. •

(Mozaffar 2002).
. democracies

' . . .

.

. Africa's emerging
tmtàftitudmal, leg1timacy m

O h Chinedu Ike.. Emma me,
. A

· cas1mtr,
1 agacity

m
.

deepen inte!lectua s

. n illegal interference with the
.

. seen as a

tantY is

th
'

'r; .··.

1
t ral irregu

1
Other features of ese

1; ·?J013) averred that an e ec O

f the pcop c.
,,,

,..
. .

'th the mandate
o

. erferes w1
of election that mt

. • ·nclude:'te Irregulantles 1
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•
. ..

i.lOunts to change an elect·
,

. ion result

?.?.··•·
'

..

· .the number of votes for th fi;1
· e avored cand·d•

1 ate;

1&r4uêjngthe
vote share of the opposin .

.

11 g candidates or Parties.

,. ¡(p's chequered political and demo .

h'I"' crahc istory s
.

I

.
•

' pecia dimensions were assumed
? b,,tbeCOIIDlt)''s

electoral irregularity expcr· .

?
, 1ence to include:

::'. 4) Under age voting;

5) Mass voting by unregistered citizens (neither qualified to register nor even registered to

vote);

6) Snatching of ballot boxes to be stuffed with thumb- printed votes for party candidates;

7) Switching of results bt>fore or after collation to favour ruling party candidates;

8) Intimidation at the polls using private militantgangs or even state security;

.
.

. d , ters from exercising their votes in polling booths
9) Scaring away of genuine reg1stere 'o

? located in an opposition favored constituency;

. , counting of votes;
IO) Deliberate, one-sided and improper

=

=;
• ublish the wrong.

_

11) Mediamanipulation to announce 01 p

i

17



··

1.3 ?ílg and
Democracy. .

.

in Nigeria

:tlleetion,
which represents a modern and

universally
ua1 l

accepted p
•

¡jj\lÍd
s are open y chosen to

rocess through which
íJI represent a bod y or

commun'ty
.

·govellllllent,
is one of the cardinal ¡, t

I m a larger entity or

,

ea ures of dem
_..,,_., .

ocracy (Nnadozie, 2007). Elections are
• nt0perlY reg,uucu as the central institut'• r-- ion of dem ·

; .

ocrallc government. This is because ín

? delllocracy, the authonty of the gov .

- emment denves solely from the consent of the

governed.
A democratic election would h

. .

e aractenSIJcally be competitive, periodic,

inclusive definitive and free and fair (Chukwu 2007)
.

, , To consolidate electoral democracy

in Nigeria, Jega and Ibeanu (7009) su t h
· · •

- gges t e ra1smg of pubhc consciousness through

advocacy, especially regarding ballot monitoring and protection.

Election can be likened to seasonal rituals that seek periodically to renew leadership and

ensure continuity of government. Election is a constitutionally mandated process of

selecting, voting and mandating the people who will hold either legislative or executive

position and steer the affairs of a state for a period of time. It is a process of bestowing

• ht eople' s mandate to rule them. Thus, election helps

power on candidates who have soug P

·

•

Ji period of time in the political life of a state

m enthroning legitimacy on a government
or ª

. II ·stem of renewing contract between the

through popular participation.
It 1s cqua Y

ª sy

't 1ent of the people to the political
r 't'ng commt n

government and the governed by e ici 1

.

•

es provide the most important and
- in democrac1

system. Slann ( I 998) notes that clect1on
.

.
. Election contests are regularly

.

.
I'

.

al parttcipatwn.
? Witlespread manifestation of po ittc

erned by a set of rules. In
d they are gov

"'-
1

or groups,
an

""'-'eduled events between peop es
nded and Electoral Act passed

. 1·00 as ame

., . ··• -
.

. e 1999 constttu
I

•

l-í¡?a1 the rules are set out JO th
. El toral Comnússíon (INEC) 1s the

Natwnal
ec

Assembly. Independent
18



.· ...,,,¡re while Electoral tribunals and the
..,..,.- law court

•· El
.

s are the int

f ,;,pute-
ection contests are full f

erpreter-s of the rules
•

o
""' o drama

m cases

.

.

much of which ste

I ..... actlOD
and uncertamty of the

m from the spontaneity of
""' outcome (Nº- 1mmo & e

I de!llents
are stretched by both the t a·

.

ombs, 1990). The dramatic

;;;
ra Il!ona! and th• e?w f

'"
. ?-º'ii.ation.

me 1ª through hyping and

9 VlflLUU

sorrowing from the games theory analogy
. .

.

ongmally developed by Emil Borel in the l 920s
'

and espoused in political science by R Du L· ncan uce and Howard Raffia, Martin S Verima,

s. (2006), an election is a game, well defined ºth ..
WI an explicit and efficient set of rules; the

information of which is available to the players as spe ºfi d
· •

.

c1 1e at every pomt, and the sconng

system is complete. Each player in the game of election is a rational entity with well-

defined objectives and has at his disposal sets of resources, with the help of which he

combats the forces against which he is in competition or conflict. Electioneering is the

process of asking for people's votes prior an ckction. 11 involves managing political

parties, electoral umpires, the electorates and the candidates. It is a process of

CO

• •

d" d determining political future of states. Political Campaign

mmumcatmg, respon mg an

It is an opportunity for candidates to sell

forms part of the electioneering process.

interpersonal and mediated communication

themselves to the electorate using both

f. lítica\ policy articulation and debates

f-r platfonns
or po

systems. Electoral campaigns o ,er ·

.
.

.

b. f ve information, wluch economic and

th "d ("tis hoped) o ?ec
J

at enable the electorate to deci e
.1

,

dopt (Slann, 1998).
.

l.
. . ernment to a

po itical policies they want the gov

. h t the important issues of curbing
-'e .

!WU notes t a

- F fi sor Matmce
0rmer INEC Chairman, Pro es

•nfluence of money in elections,

f .

control
the I

i . ll'regularities in elections, the need to
. women participation in the

•:····.

enhancing
?. elections,

Í ai!dressi11g mind-sets of Nigerians
on

.
?



and the role of the .

tned1a in the .

- -
-

• - making or llnmaki
.?'Vital aspects of the envirorun ng of elections, all

-
-

-
ent of election.

V/,bba,(Zoll) cited in Odoemelarn d
.

•
an Ad1be (201 I)

1--- wJedged as the best fonn f
asserted that democracy is widely

acknO
o government. One of ·1

.

I .

1 8 maJor chai:acteristics is periodic
e¡eetiobS,

Events that culminate in elcctio= ns are general! e

:: Y re,erred to as electioneering.

? 'fheworld of technology is inseparable from an f .

.

'
Y unctional and effective electoral process,

and it is in this sense that !NEC should d' •¡or man Y not be left out of the various

technologies of managing elections. Ucholla a National e
· · ·

!NEC h, orrumss10ner 111
,

s ows

appreciation for this rapidly developing character of technological applications in the

electoral process when he argues that even with the modest achievements made by INEC

since 1999, the question has been how to choose between competing technologies what

would best suit the needs of the Commission (llcholla 2006). Although he admits that

"excellent technological ?pplications alone do not necessarily guarantee perfection or good

h ¡argel)' "dependent on our collective will to let the
electoral outcomes", yet t ey are

h t makes election outcomes reflective of the

various technologies succeed", in a sense t ª

general wish of the electorate.

. !NEC produced a Strategic Plan 2000-

.1- na! clect10ns,
After a review of the I 998/99 !ran SI 10

.
.

ss and elect10n management 111

. -

1!1e electoral procc
20 f

· rov111g
03 with the overall aim O nnp

t- rization and information
as compu e

N' - ch critical areas

" tgeria, The plan targeted su
h !an had set June 30, 2001 as

t Even though t e p

-

1ec1.-
. d anagemen

.

. h
."LUQ)ogy for planmng an m

.
. üMR) scanning eqmpment fort e

-· -
-

k Recogmt1on
(

"

the!l\:adline for attaining Optical
Mar

d January I, 2002 as deadline for

Register
an

20



111,e installation and op
.

erationalization
· · ·

of electio
. attatmng improved co=- .

ns
management databas

?uuun1cation
es, as

, transporta
·

• the late release of funds eith
hon and 75% of physical

er delayed
.

k
or completei d

.

•..i...··.•? Jt toll up to December 2002 b

Y emed the delivery on

II"'• efore INEc received fun .

,._,affbc: equipment it eventually
.

ds for the mstallation of

·•.
acquired (INEC2004).

• 1hu.\ lhe first major attempt to revol 1.
.

.

I
u 1omze Ni ·

,

.

geria s electoral process through

? ieçbnOlogi.cal applications started in the run u

?
p to the l003 elections with the efforts to

? build an Electronic Voters Re
·

t Igis er t irough the associated Opticàl Mark Recognition

=
(OMR), Intelligent Character Recognition (ICR) d D

• .

,
an ata Processmg and Analysis

=
lliclmologies. OMR is a technology that enables the electronic extraction of intended data

from marked fields - i.e. checked boxes and filled-in fields - on printed forms for purposes

of quick and accurate processing of surveys. reply cards. questionnaires and ballots. The

ICR technology converts handwritten transcripts 10 t?xts processed via gradual merger

: with Optical Character Recognition to form Intelligent Recognition. Data Processing

i technology, adopted by INEC in 2002 in preparation for the 2003 general elections, was

¡
·

f scanners and specialized software with

I intended to process OMR forms through the use 0

i
¦ , al zing the captured data in the 2002/2003

¡ t'iléserver, while Data Analysis was all about an y

••·
t eiitered on Automated Fingerprint

with the targe e

I -COft!pijed
electronic voters regi5ter,

!?cation System (AFIS).
.

. the Results Collation/Transmission

introducuon
of

Radio Network (HF), Inmarsat

.,. h Frequency
•

• ' for r,lg
s which had fac1htte5 Radio Network had Jong been

,

.

.
. While the frequency

-

d G3 Fax rransm1ssion. round gained superseded the

:

. ·n Nigeria,
the new g

iss1ons
1

-

1.:erAI electoral cornJil
21



capacity for data .

• tl'ansm1ssion by
. data

hatch i?ansfer data .

transmission terminals that
·

lllode"'s •

·
· ate

4. \)a rad'
•

. the
IO CO!Jlmi,n;M.:

·\ltlltlliN!mto Inmarsa1 Te .

--...uon (Ucholla 2006)
rtnlilaJs lechno .

·

l()g\ m ?003
?ODS Development Program

?- - was complimented by the

.,,.,
me IL";l;Dpi ""'"' ..

!.'•
.

. .

• ...,p.? ot additional terminals
.: ¡dlities which arc still valuabl .

_

on loan.

'

e. e?pec1aJ]v in diff
•e;', . .

.
•

• !Cult terrains "here GSM network
· · .- not available. enabled ll\EC .

· · to transmn
¡

. . •

resu 15 'ia Thuraya, Bgan Iridium

t-•}db\
(Ibid). G3 Fax Transmi«i· ,n L.=' was at>QU\ th e most useful of INECs utilised

? during the 2003 elections in that up to 9fr' .- -? - .

- 0 o, u,e results lranslillSSton to the

I o,mmission's headquarters from the, arious stales "ere done through it.

-

I While the technologies recounted abo,e would b•. e marked a major revolution in

=

¡ lfigeria's electoral proce;s. they were ne, erthdess 3.ffec;ei t,, late release of funds by the

; government, "and in some cases poor cho tes: or ts>?c.::c->;:, ,r,plications.- Also of grave

!!

;: llOIICem was the fact that the applications cot:IJ ?-.: '·"::ó?:orily pre,ent the massive

•
! ..

that
.

d th .,00, I ·tion· .-d ,e, -.,
.• ,,;,e perception that was thus

¡ nggmg charactenze e ... :, e e? , '"--? •"· ··',e--·

I ·
.. .

. ,
.. r, ,, -,-;:er. ilierefore. that a popular Bini

I mvoked in the minds of many l's igenan,. ,t ''· as .,e .. e ..

• T

I _ .h., ·'bu"F ··G,,o?adia1,-e_1·yourcomputer.

¡¡ musician, Joseph Osayamore. askd in one ot .L u' ··
·

_
_ .

.•. ··••
. .

_ f ¡>-.;[C, ,;:,rnruierizanon exercise m the 2003

I Ill an apparent referral to the failur..: 0 '

• ·

?é¢(ións.

_ , _ •· i1? fJecrronic Voting System (EVS) as

If:·... . . .
, mer..: mention o, t" .

>?.1!.lso not surpnsmg that th"
·H " 10 the 2007 elections attracted

_-e-
y.- . .

. rht bu!.? ?P

i•??:,1.,..1.-
. d b , [NLC in

.
.

.

na!

:t;'?ólogy to be adopte i
a =iegic plan 10 proVJde functJ.o

.
.

.
.

. Anchüfed
on .

th
national cnt1c1sms, .. for effective ínfonnation flow, e

ffí ·C to aHov,
, ., . all fN[C O ic ?

Recister and the plan for

OD systeJIIS 10 n;C Voters "'

f £[.:CL.<0=
d process

0

of the atreadr s1,arte
'J.].



,.i,. 11ffêctlve
use of Geographic 1

,. .

}'.
niormation s

. .. d 'd 'fi
.

ystem (GIS) technolo .

,,io(:alion
an 1 ent1 1cat1on, the EVS w·

gy m polling unit

as, according to Pr fi

.

o essor Iwu (2006) d

Jl'IBC
to mcorporate the following

.

, esigned by

ffil\jor components:

• Electronic Voters Regi tser.

• Voter Accreditation and A h
. .

ut enllcat1on,

• Electronic Balloting, and

• Electronic Transmission of Results

Nigerians across political divides (except hper aps those in the ruling PDP) were

completely opposed to the Commission's new found technology, and this was not without

reasons, although the reasons were largely influenced by the general problem of election

mind-sets in the country, which lyayi (2006) argues. with concrete academic have a

powerful effect on actions and behaviors much more than structures and systems.

In terms of the reasons for which people, political parties and interestgroups were opposed

to INEC' s proposal: first, was the point that the people were yet to forget the flawed 2003

elections. Their argument was that the country was not mature for the system, adding that

even the most developed democracies, including the United States, are yet to adopt it.

Second, was the Editorial on "!NEC and Democracy", Vanguard (Lagos), Monday, April

23, 2007, p.18.

Among the transport technologies used by !NEC are: trucks, jeeps, cars, motorcycles,

bo d b. ¡ The recent crash of a helicopter belonging to Nigeria Air force in the

ats an 1cyc es.

South East during the 2007 elections also drew the Nigerian public attention to the

23



?ng trend of transforming trans O
.

p rtations logistics of the C
.

than urb
· ·

omm ·

- rather
c. nggmg, the system will fu

iss10n. The fear that

I . .

rther exacerbate the
.

; and
results marupulat1on. Third

vices of election rigoing

-
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a ever its merits are the

1,een tned m some bye-electio
.

' EVS should have

ns m the country b
,.e,ore being ado 1 d

.

jnSufficient time to make th

P e
• adding there was

e necessary leg I dª an constitutional

legalize its use. Four wa th

amendments required to

' s e well-known e ·1
.

. red I

pl ept1c power supply in the country which

mgge a ot of hiccups for many of the la
.

.

plops imported for the voters' registration

exercise. There was nothing more d"
.

,
isturbmg than revelations during the field interview

that most of the electronic transmitting d
.

dev1ses or ered from abroad- got to the country at

the eleventh hour before the elections. It thus resulted in a scenario in which "the much-

hyped electronic voting machines and the billions of Naira that it consumed turned in

voters' lists that were in the most forbidden state".

Besides lCT, INEC also adopts transport tcchnologics33 for its personnel, election

materials and equipment deployment for pre-election. election-day and post-election

activities across Nigeria. These also have their enormous challenges.

Many people have argued that IN EC does not need to purchase all the equipment it

requires to conduct elections. A Coordinator of the Electoral Reform Network (ERN) has

specifically advocated for intergovernmental
collaboration and synergy that would enable

the Air force and Navy to assist with planes and boats to distribute election materials to

difficult terrains, while the National Identity Card office assists with electronic voter's

registration equipment,
as a possible way of addressing the Commission's infrastructural

needs. Her argument for this is against the backdrop of the fact that all the equipment

. d ¡ requi'red once in every four years, and therefore need not be left to rot

mentione are on Y
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esonthe

,
jJllportant assignment of voter education Th' . .
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. is, It was claimed, would lighten the portfolio

of I.NEC and strengthen its ability to d re iver on professionalism.

It appears that technology in dd'
• .

•
a 1t1on to bemg a concrete problem, was also used as a ruse

to produce failed elections by Professor Iv.u d hi han s co orts. Very clearly, most of the

essential signposts on the road map to free and fair elections in 2007 were not being

addressed in a timely manner by !NEC. A close analysis reveals that there was an

unfolding design to produce failed or no elections in 2007. For his first year in office,

Professor Maurice Jwu held the electoral preparation process to ransom, arguing that INEC

must use electronic voting machines for the 2007 elections. People were perplexed because

whatever the merits of the voting machine. there was simply insufficient time to carry out

the required legal and constitutional amendments. harmonize views on the type of voting

machine that can work in the Nigerian context, and carry out the procurement process in

time for the elections. By concentrating all the

The mission and vision statements of JNEC are found in virtually all the publications and

website of the Commission. Commission's energy on the voting machine, the basic

t. s fior the elections was neglected in spite of the fact that INEC had developed a

prepara 10n •

-

•

¡
'th clear timelines for the various elements on the road map to the 2007

strategic p an w1

elections.
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to demonstrate its awareness of .the respons1b·1·1 lty entrusted
·

--?statement
to read:

on It, INEC has crafted

"tO provide credible and efficient electoral s
.

ervices con
·

t
.

·
·

¡ f
.

sis ent with th

pnnc1p es o eqmty, justice and fair fl f,

.

e

•

ay or the building of a stron and

viable democracy in Nigeria,. The . .

g

. .

. Comm1ss1on has also gone ahead to

match this with a vision stat ement that projects it as a "d
. ,. .

ynam1c, ,orm1dable

and independent or .

· •

gamzallon, committed to the institutionalization of an

enduring democ;acy. which allows for ef,.ect,·ve'' and smooth political

change·•_

These are great principles, but there is little to show that they are taken seriously. The

challenge is the ability to adapt the modalities - financially. technically, technologically

and innovatively - to accomplish the tasks that would enable !NEC to fulfill its vision and

mission. At a conference organized by the International Foundation for Electoral Systems

(IFES) to review the 2007 elections, !NEC Cmnmissioner,(Dr. I Ishmael 2007) said that

"lNEC did all it could to hold successful elections. However, we underestimated certain

issues". He pointed to the attitude of Nigerian politicians as the. major challenge the

Commission had contended with. !NEC officials have persisted in blaming Nigerian

politicians
for their failure in organizing free and fair elections. The Electoral Act 2006

however gives INEC the power to prosecute politicians involved in electoral Irregularities

but the commissionhas not deemed it necessary to use this power.
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.

tes discovered that

?

ppropnale results she t

!' ? tranSmission to polling, st f

e s, were not delivered for

"'·

a rnns. lt took th
.

.

-

e mtervent1on of th

-

eonunanding ( GOC) the 4 'J A .

e General Officer

- rmy Bngade in the cit

. .

y to ensure the release of the materials

Toe general susp1c1on was that th, .

·

,

e materials were to be delivered to the houses of part

befOllS where they would be filled with ?ake ti

y

" 1gures.

Not surprisingly• doubts have been ex
.

pressed m terms of the capacity of INEC to adapt to

the modalities of integrity that can produce free and fair elections. From Kaduna to Benin,

Bauchi to Jos and Abuja Enugu t L· h
• - 0 agos, t e research team's consultations revealed that

the people rate the Commission low on its adaptability capacity. stressing the nature and

interests of th 1·t· I
· ·

1

·

h
e po I 1ca settmg 111 w 11c the Commission operates as the cause of this.

They pointed as examplc the technological innovalion that the EVS was supposed to bring

to election administration in Nigeria. And, they argued that !NEC should not only have

gradually introduced the system, but should have operated it side-by-side with the old

manual registration system or piloted it in bye elections to ensure a smooth transition of the

process. People also added that the total 111ix-up witnessed in the belatedly displayed

voters' registers by the Commission across the country was a pointer to the poor sense of

discretion at lNEC.

Far beyond the moderat: position above is the view by another category of respondents

who stated that INEC has not demonstrated any adaptability capacity. To some of these

1
h e

·

51·0n does not even recognize its incapacitation in this regard; talle less

peop e, t e ommts

.

.

·

·t p city While some people have generously appreciated that

of acting to improve 1
s ca a ·
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Felix Onakhi and Jam

.

ot ers such as Sabina ldowu-

11"""""

• es-Wisdom Ab
.

huhmen sim I
.

,?.jlltoflNEC's leadership as th
.

PY identified the partisan

e maJor obsta I
.

c e to its adapt bT

_•.?of citizens cited the in"t' 1

.

ª 1 ity capacity. The latter

"'
•

I ia exclusion of the form
.

=; ....., ... ª 2007 p "d
.

.

er Vice-President Atiku Abubakar

1 li"'"' = res1 ential r

'

ace as a premeditated on
.

:

.......
e "ty ak h

e, argumg that for adaptability-

""l""'"'I
s e t e Commi

·

ss1on could have saved itself of the national and international

em.J¡arrassment that the shoddy and non
. .

-senahzed ballot papers caused it, if it had heeded

lhe popular advise that it included the former Vice-President's name in the register in

anticipation of his judicial victory.

INEC' s inability t f ·

o an 1c1pate that the Supreme Court judgment could have gone against

the Commission. and have a ·Plan B' for the elections. resulted in the violation of Section

45(2) of the Electoral Act which reads: "'The ballot papers shall be bound in booklets and

numbered serially with differentiating colors for each office being contested". What this

portends, especially in terms of the Commission"s poor capacity to adapt, is the sheer

impossibility of tracing "the votes for the presidential
elections back to a polling station,

thus creating ample room for ballot manipulation"' ... and hampering the Commission from

providing "any credible breakdown of the votes cast at each polling station, or in each

ward, local government
area or state" ( International Alert 2007). lt is in this context that

one understands the view expressed at a forum that "if !NEC is not serious nobody will

ordinarily feel any obligation" towards it, citing the myriad of petitions currently in

election tribunals across Nigeria as an indication of huge waste of the money expended on

th e
·

· It· m· thi"s sense that one appreciates
Festus Okoye's position that !NEC

e omrr11ss1on.
1s
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be able to build its
.

.

mstttutional d

The l
.

a apta bi lity ca
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1s often hi d

?· behaviour, the dialect' f .

nge on the interface of
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mn to msft
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I utlons (Seteai; 2004).

- fo thiS end I shall be making an in-d

I
epth analysis as t

•
.

o what extents the

"', C,áldJreduces irregularities in the 'JQJ S

.

use of IT/Smart

?

? - elect10ns.

'2,Ulmportance of Card Read
.

er m the Nigerian Electoral System

The chairman of the Independent Electoral C
. .

omnussion (!NEC) Professor A?~'-'-· J

.

•

muwu ega

(2015) said he had no regrets insistin d
.

g on eploymg card readers for the conduct of the

general election, adding that he knew that the decision would attract attacks on his integrity

as a person.

He said that INEC had perfected all its strategies and put every apparatus in place with a

view to ensuring a hitch free poll that will reflect the choice of Nigerians.

lt has made rigging almost impossible for them as there is no how the total number of

votes cast at the polling unit could exceed the number of accredited persons. Such

discrepancy in figures will be immediately spotted. This technology will further make it

impossible for any corru?t electoral officer to connive with any politician to pad-up results,

he added. Besides, J ega noted that in the past, dubious INEC officials usually delayed the

entrY of number of accredited voters until the end of voting so as to have the leeway to

wnper "'°ith results, a problem he said would be obviated by the smart card readers.

E,roJ""" Onion ,hi<f eJ?tio• o'-'? m Nig,,ra, W Sw<iogo f;,,, Sfild"'"' WS¢< fue

hi
· h f ard readers it was still the best form of accrediting voters.

,
ccups in t e use o e

,
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U.5 Drawbacks of the use of e d Rar eaders

Ooeofthe key differences b tw h"e een t is year's elections and past ones was the introduction

and widely bl"
·

pu 1c1zed use of the card reader by the !NEC Thi d
.

•
s ev1ce was part of the

i:egistration and utl t"
· fa 1en 1cat1on o duly registered voters - those who had Permanent Voter

Cards (PVCs) - and who ultimately participated in Election Day. The card reader had been

promoted by INEC as an anti-electoral fraud device and was introduced to enhance the

integrity of the voting process and dissuade multiple voting (as only duly accredited and

verified PVC holders could vote). The card readers were also programmed to work for

specific polling units. This meant that pVCs could not be used in multiple polling units.

Despite the pockets of challenges concerning its use, which included possible battery

failures to power the device and timeliness issues in verifying PVC holders and how many

voters could be covered within the accreditation process, Nigerians were generally

optim;,ti' ""'ili< ,..am wo,ld posi<i,ely """"' d< ?tiog proee?. s,d>y, ,?t,ru,O

hitches were still recorded. These complications ranged from simple issues, such as the

1"" (m p00<) -?,.,,!iog ""'""" !NEC's .,d-hoc _.. o, ili• ,"'1 ro="' füm

?ltf
?;

. .
.

.
.

.

f: th creen of the device which facilitates better fingerprint decoding, to the

,?oyenng rom es
{•'

\;: -

• f: ·1 re of the card readers themselves. Of particular note was the

ll;t!W-t .ro.alfunctlon
or ai u
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'4!IIIS accredited to vote

tnals and failures
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ne with stipulated INEC

""die iacidence form. But the m
.

procedure - i.e.
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about similar card d
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there were a range of

rea er and finger
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• 1li<---' Ih< !NEC
.

='"'"°' d•ll?gos rurtioaWW,.

iauour-- to mstruct thos ¡r

....-
.

•
e po mg units that were experiencing card reading

? -- to unmediately revert to the Id0 syStem of manual accreditation. Toe

.-,uncement seemed to have .
d

.

ease accreditation in these places, however the extent to

which this announcement
.

1

.

ma) 1ave madvertently opened the flood gates for electoral fraud

is yet to be fullv analvz d M
.

.
.

e . ore comprehensive reports from electoral observer groups are

expected in the coming weeks.

There were further allegations of voter list mark-up's (manipulation) and ghost voting

(electoral fraud), even though. according to the INEC. the card readers functioned in 99%

of polling units nationwide. While this is a very high reliability factor, a number of

aggrieved candidates and their parties were still contesting procedures.
The card reader

challenges, as well as incidences of late arrival of INEC staff and commencement of

accreditation, dragged the voting process
well into the night (and even the next day in

some polling units across the country). Three hundred polling units had their voting

postponed
to that following Sunday (Premium Times April 24, 2015).
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! l)ilferent
scholars have postulat d

:

.

e several theories on the power of th

?credible
elections. Although

e new technology

'

most of them are relev

I

.

ant, however this study is anchored

¡.on
Technolog1eal Determinism Th

';

eory.

2.2.l The Technological Dcterm· . Tm1sm heory

Technological determinism is a d
. .

re uctiomst theory that presumes that a society's

technology drives the
dev.clopment

of its social structure and cultural values. This theory is

propounded by Thorsten Veblen an American sociologist around 1857-1929. The most

radical technological determinist in America in the twentieth century was most likely

Clarence Ayres who was a follower of Thorsten Veblen and John Dewey. William Ogburn

was also knov.'11 for his radical technological dctcnninistn. Most interpretations of

technological determinism share two general ideas which Sparks G. (2002:2) noted that:

The development of technology itself follows a predictable, traceable

path largely beyond cultural or political
influence, and that technology

in tum has "effects" on societies that are inherent, rather than socially

Conditioned or produced
because that society organizes itself to support

and further develop a technology once it has been introduced.

t h ºlogical determinism do not believe the influence of technology

Strict adherents to ec n

much a technology is or can be used. Instead of con?idering

differs based on how
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UJ. Major Argument of the Theory

Toe society's technology driv th d 1es e eve opmenl of its social structure and cultural values.

ll.3 Indices of the Theory

The theory has Explanatory Power: as it explains when new systems of technology are

developed, the culture or.society is immediately changed to reflect the senses needed to use

the new technology. The theory predicts that with every new system of media technology,

society will change and adapt to that technology. In the area of Parsimony, the theory

alludes that there is a simple cause and effect analysis ber.veen the introduction of new

technology and the changes in society's way of thinking, feeling, acting, or believing. In

relations falsifiability, the theory could be proved false if a new technology is invented and

nothing changes. On the premise
of Internal Consistency the theory possess a logical flow

of ¡,roof evJd,oad owe< tim'• li;, bMristio wd pos=? ?gwcios ,,?,. Tho ,hooey

""""'th? toohnolo<Y
,IoM shat<' how w, os ;ru11,;d,ois ;, , ""-" ,h;,;k, ¡,.1, ?, rum

t,ow socioty '" ot<"'°',"
w, m•'' from one w,hnolog;e,l ag, to ,ooth?. Tue ,hooey

''Th l 1· onshiP between technology
and society cannot be reduced to a

argues that e re a 1
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l.f.'JÍldfieationfor using the Theory
?,,

_-
..

;.1lúslbeolY
is adopted by the researcher because it is the diver of the development of a

¡ocicty's social structure of the society. as such because elections are vital part of the social

sttucture of the society. it stands appropriate for the analysis of the subject under study.
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CHAPTER THREE

&tfl1IOJ)()LOGY

•
! 3.t Jlltroduction

?
WbateVer kind of research undertaken ·¡

. .

•

,
I is important to specify the type of method to be

used n the collection and anal vs• t· d
.

0 IS O ata This ch t
·

. ap er includes the research methodology

souroe of data. area of study. population size
.

'

, sample size, sampling techniques, method of

dala collection. method of data anal
.

d
.

ysis an presentation.

3.2 Research Methodology

This study adopts the quplitative research method. The qualitative techniques used in the

study include the descriptive and analytical perspective and the TablcStudy Techniques.

In using this method of inquiry, the researcher analyzed the strength and weakness of

electronic Smart Card Readers on the premise of how it has reduced electoral irregularities

in the 20 I 5 general elections in katsina state. This method is adopted to analyze and

address the many questions that have been raised following the emergence of INEC

electronic Smart Card Readers especially as it concerns its use within the copious of2015

general elections and the possible effects it could have on the fledgling democracy in

Nigeria.

3.3 Source of Data

and secondary sources of data is adopted by the researcher. The

The primary sources

. ·¡¡ b drawn from the distribution of questionnaires
to the targeted

pnmary sources WI e
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!
i- .,.dation of kasina staste. the use of

.
.

=¡,.r-
. mterv1ew will be

.

al fl. d b

adopted and the use of tape

? is so u I ize y the researcher.

on the other hand. the secondary so urces of D t

.

. a a were collected from both electronic and

,..;nted matenals. Information from .
. .

r- ne'-¾s and political d'
·

.

tscuss1ons were also recorded and

used. As well, data from national daili .

.

es, Journals, conference proceedings and other

publications
relevant to the study wer 11 dc co ecte and used.

3.4 Area of Stud,·

The area of study is katsina state which has a total population of 6,483,429 according to

the 2006 census figure. Katsina state is located in the Northwest of Nigeria. It has the total

landmark of 24. 192 km
· The area of study is one of the ancient Hausa cities with its

administrative capital in Daura. But currently. the main stay of her economy is agriculture.

Katsina share border with Zamfara state. Kaduna state. Kano state and Niger republic. The

current president of Nigeria hails from katsina state. It has 34 local government areas.

3.5 Population

d I t. 11
·s th' total population ofkatsina state which stood at M6, 483,429 as

The stu y popu a 10 1
?

recorded by 2006 population census in Nigeria.

3.6 Sample size

1
t. f this study is Katsina State. The total population size is

The targeted popu a ion o

. d S ple Size is 20% of the entire population. This sample size

6,483,429 while the targete am

l f
· kasina state to represent the entire Katsina State.

is drawn from the random se ec wn m .
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,the Taro Yaman F

.

· e onnular (1967) was used to calculate .ami.

respondents;

n= Sample Size

N= Population Size

e= error of significance

I= Constant ( J)

n= N

N+l (e)2

n= 6483429

6483429 + 1 (0.5)2

n= 6483429

6483430 X (0.0025)

n= 6483429

16209

n= 399.98

n= 400

Therefore, our sample size is 399.98, which is-approximately 400. However, this number

of respondents in this case is too large for this research to be carried out. As such, the

researcher has resorted to using 20% of 400 which is 80.
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I 3-1Sampling Tttbniqut
I

II

The researcher empl,:,?s the
·

L:1·pm1:1a,,. 11?· sampling technique particularly, the random

sampling method Thi -
·

-
·

·

? · s ls m :in a1t<'mp1 to makmg sure that the whole targeting population

stand an equal chane<' 0fbeing sde.:ted during the distribution of the questionnaire.

...
ii

3.8 Method of Data Collection

3.8.1 Questionnaire

The questionnaire method of collecting data is adopted by the researcher. The

questionnaire has been divided imo three possible sections (that is, section A, B & C).

Section A is the socio-demographic data of the respondent. section B address questions on

democracy. election and electoral process. \\ nik section C also asks questions on General

election and !NEC card reader. A total of -l00
(
four hundred) questionnaire will be

administered. It v.ill cut across all adult who are 18 (eighteen years) and above.

I

3.8.2 Interview

The research adopts an in-depth interview. The face to face interview was conducted on

few individuals. This includes !NEC electoral officers and voters. In the conduct of the

interview the tool use was the recording gadget (phone recorder). In situation where the

h
•

1 allowed to record the researcher jotted important point in form of note

researc er 1s no '

taking.

.
. f data llection includes publications, public opinion, newspaper,

,}'!Other relevant method O
co

'J?:_D
- ; §"fieles and journals.
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.if Method of Data Analysis and Presentation

One of the widely accepted methods of data analysis in qualitative research is descñptive

method of analysis. This research agrees to the adoption of the descñptive method of?
analysis and also the use of simple percentage. The table will be use to analyze ;jlld

categorize the responses from the different respondents to the research question on lhe

questionnaire.
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CHAPTER FOUR

DATA PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS

4.1 lntroduction

This chapter presents and analyses the data gathered using primary source. Primary data

were collected using questionnaires. The questions were both open and close ended to

enable respondents express themselves and give the most accurate information. Interviews

and observations were also used to obtain primary data from the field. A descriptive

analysis of the result based on the findings of the study is also done "in this section with a

table presented after each response.

Table 4.1 Response Rate

RETURNED/NOT RETURNED

?er of Questionnaires returned

Number of Questioonaircs not returned

Total Number ofQues?naire Distributecl_

Source: field work 20 I 8

FREQUENCY

80

o

80

PERCENTAGE
(%)

100%

o

100%

I h Onse rate to be I 00% A response rate of I 00% was achieved by
Table 4.1 revea s t e resp

·

.
•

·

'

t properly filled with new ones in order to maintain an effective

replacmg quest10nnaire no .

. H ffective sample size of 80 was maintained to control the

sample size of 80. ence an e

.
. .

d
. the data collection process, non-response was minimized

sampling vanab1ltty. Also unng

'bl and where this fails it was overcome by

fi II as much as poss1 e,

by adequate o ow-up

i

I
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r-
-
= extending the sample size sequentially until the desired numbe fr o respondents was

covered.

4.2 Socio-Demographic Characteristics of Respondents

The studv sought to t bl" h h
. .

.

• es a ts t e relationship between socio-demographic characteristics

of people in Katsina state a d th I fn e ro e o !NEC smart card readers in reducing electoral

malpractices in the 2015 general election in Katsina State.

Table 4.2.1 Sex of Respondents

SEX

Male

Female

I FREQUENCY
54

26

PERCENTAGE(%)
67.5%

32.5%

j
?

I

I

Total

Source: field work 2018

Table 4.2 shows that, Men and women usually participate in election processes in any

80 100%

society differently because of the different roles they occupy, different responsibilities

given to them in life and because of the differences in their capacities as well as their needs

and responsibilities. Of the eighty respondents sampled in the survey, 66.25% of the total

respondents were male while 33.75% were female.

Table 4.2.2 Age of Respondents

!GE
FREQUENCY I

PERCENTAGE(%)

18-20
13

16.3%

20-25
26 32.4%

25 31.3%

25-30
16 ·

20.0%

30 and above
80

100%

¡Total
41

l
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Sdll": field work 2018

ttble 4.2 shows that, 16% of the total respondents lie between the age of 18-20 years
!

followed by ages 20-25 years with a percentage of 32. Thirty-one percent (31%) of the

respondents lies between 25-30 years and finally 20% of the total respondents indicated

that they were 30 years of age and above. From the result of this research most of the

respondents are still young, vibrant and full of energy hence they were actively involved in

the electoral process.

I

4.3 Democracy, Election and Electoral Process

An election is a formal decision-making process by which a population chooses an

individual to hold public office. Elections have been the usual mechanism by which

. th Thrghl"modem representative democracy has operated since the 17 century. ou e ecúons,

governments obtain their democratic mandate and are held accountable for their

performance in office. Flawed elections deprive people of their voice in governance and

undermine sustainable democratic development.

Table 4.3.1 Nature of Electoral Process katsina stste.

OF ELECTORAL FREQUENCY
NATURE
PROCESS

PERCENTAGE 1

,
Individual Vote

Democracy

Voter Roster

52

15

13

{%)
65.2%

18.6%

16.2%

100%

r
I

80
Total

Source: field work 2018
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TaltJe 4..3.2 Practice of Democratic S t
. .

?-
ys em m katsma state

.

DiMOCRA TIC SYSTEM FREQUENCY
---

Yes

L

No

Total

61

19

80

PERCENTAGE(%)

76.3%

23.7%

100%

Source: field work 2018 .

Table 4.3.2 shows that. the study went further to investigate how efficient is the practice of

democracy in katsina state. From the result of the survey conducted, a whopping 76%

agreed to the fact that democratic system is being practiced in Nigeria while the remaming

24% were of the opinion that democratic system of governance is not being practiced in

Nigeria as it ought to be.

Table 4.3.3 Awareness of Roles of Nigerian Citizens in Democratic Governance

\
LEVEL OF AWARENESS

FREQUENCY PERCENTAGE(%)

I

No
46

57.5%

Yes
34

42.5%

Total
80

100%

Source: field work 2018

Table 4_3 .3 Democratic governance
requires the electorates to be actively involved in

·

·

·

h are certain roles they are expected to play in the governance
.

.
- :,. ·governance

roeanmg t ere

/,?."



of the ?ts do not kn ow these I

"
.

ro es while 42'¾

.
.

. '

.

º revealed that they

?U.40pillioll
....- .

.

of R?pondents b

. ?
a out the Efficiency of D

.

-?_&.. ••.Dfi
.

.
·.

emocratic System of

ir
Ol'It£Sl'O?Dn'TS I FRF,QUENCY P•RCENTAGE(¾)

- .,.--
56 70.0%

24 30.0%

80 100%

Tallie 4,.3.4 ;h.)w, lf'ºl 70º e<l
. -? •

o agre that the democratic system of governance is efficient

1llhik 3.()"• j,,c•l -?, ,-
.

' ... ,,.? lha! democratic system of governance in katsina state far from being

efficient b,e,.::;;.¡;.se ilie elec10ra1es arc usual!\ not carried along in dec1·s1·on akin
·

m g process

md also In'-""' 0f the leaders only go there to serve their own selfish interest and not the

dectorate5-

Table 4.3.5 opinion of Respondents about the conduct of the 2015.General Election

OPINlO? Of RESPOJ',DENTS
FREQUENCY PERCENTAGE(%)

Yes

64
80%

No
18

20%

'Tolal

80
100%

I

Sor,,ree= field work 1018

j,}!-435,.... - """""'"" of o!ectio"' io Nigori,> o= tho Y'? bas ,i.,,, _,

l.->

.
_

.,. _... .-,o,..,¡ m,1¡,racti" of with"'"""' ,,w is ooI ? "'"'''"· 11<

\,, ,,,,_,..,,. wbdci> ,;ow=-"' 2015 g-1 Owl?
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ce and malpractice h

·? voter s impersonation d

s sue as ballot Jll1PIII'

>

an so on which h ave become th '
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e norm' f I

,- m ,gen, wss nipped to ,h
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e bud. However 20% of the respondents reveal

• ¡,,2"1' _,.J dectioo w,so'•,
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?.

rec and fair as h
.

;;;. el 1

.

w ere still some element of ringíng and

other ectora vices.

Table 4.3.6 Opinion of the Respondents

E,lectorate

about the Distribution of Free Gifts to

'ÔPINION OF RESPONDENTS FREQUENCY;;--.,-,?PE;;;R::-:CE=N=T_A_G_E-(%-)?!

•·

.??111

69 86.3%

li 13.7%

80 100%

Ltal
Source: field work 2018

Table 4.3.6 shows that, most political position seekers in Katsina State are usually of the

habit of distributing food items like bag of rice. vegetable oil. provisions and so on to

electorates. Eighty-six percent (86%) of the respondents agreed that this act usually

influences the outcomes of election in Nigeria while 14% revealed that it does not in any

way affect the result Of election outcomes.

Table 4.3. 7 Influence of Distribution of Free Gifts on Electorates

JNFLUENCE
FREQUENCY PERCENTAGE%

47
58.8%

41.2%
33

100%
so

ftJwork2018
45
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outcomes,

Table 4.3.8 Reasons why p rf . . .

------=-=:

.

o I mans D1stnbute •'rec Gifts to Elecrorato

REASONS FREQUENCY----------rl
PERCE!'íTAGE(%1

To Help Canvasss·\V'cortite;s?------1¡---,n----f----==,:_==?=-30 I
37.5"/4 l

To Encourage voters
19 \

,

All of th< Abo«

'3.8% Í

i1 I
z1 n. 1

§To
Help Ring Election Results

14 l 175% j

Total
&O 7

,

100% 7

Source:fieldwork 2018

Table 4.3.& show that. the politicians
in Katsina State a distribute gifts to electorates for

many reasons- Thirty-eight percent (38%) of the respondents divulged that most of the

politicians give out these gifts to canvass for votes, 24% revealed they dish out gifts to

encourage massive turnout of voters, 18% said that gifts are doled out to help ring election

results.

Table 4.3.9 Effect of Election and Electoral Processes on the 2015 General Election

among Electorates PERCENTAGE(%)

orJ.NION OF RESPONDENTS
FREQUENCY

71

9

88.8%

11.2%

100%
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.,,,_ that. election and ele1:tor. 1a prOCt:s?s affects the conduct of?

?t (89%) of the lotai res¡xmde ?-

- .

·.
'. •

·•··

.- -

.

. n s agreed to this fact whíle 11% rejffled

?-pteledi<>n
and electoral processes affected th •.

: :

.

..

e wnduct and outcomes of the 20U

.-d,:clion.

f ú'lle1t1S General Election and I.N.E.C. Card Reader

?•
· ttellkr ID curo the usual incidence of election malpractices such as voter's impersonation,

-

1i111at paper snatching. under aged voting and so on. the Independent National Electoral

CaaJmission (LN.E.C) Chairman introduced an electronic device called the card reader

ido the Nigerian electoral landscape to help accredit voters on the one hand and also curb

most of the electoral ,·ices that has bede,íled electoral processes in Nigeria.

Table 4..4.1 Conduct of the 2015 General Election in katsina state

?

-?-?-?-- PERCENTAGE(%)

OPINlON OF RESPONDENTS
I FREQLE'.\CY

I ? 35.0%
I

28

Satisfactory I 32.5%
26

Fair
23.9%

i

\9

Encouraging
8.6%

7

Excellent 80
100%

Total

Source_- field work 20 I 8

?sº/c f the respondents
said it was satisfactory, another 33%

Table 4.4.l show that, ., º o

. fa• 29% disclosed that it was encouraging while only a mere 9%

revealed that it was tr,

agreed that it was excellent
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u.2 factors Responsible for th (
.

e )utcome of the 20
.

? RESPONSIBLE T----rREQcE,cV[5
G<a.-.J , .....

?st 1_______
42 PERCE;:?E(%)
16

?¡?"by
\he Elc<tnrntes 12

20-°"

?? \

15.0%

::; ? Coalition j
:

10.0%

,..,,
-

2.5%

-------

W 100%

Source: field work 20 J 8

Table 4.4.2 show that. Fifty-three percent ( 53%1 of the respondents revealed that the use of

card reader by l.N.E.C. dictated the result oi the election to a very large extent. Another

20% revealed that political awareness infom1 c'f electoral education through the mass

media (electronic and print) help to shape the outcome ,,f1hc 2015 general election

Table 4.4.3 Effect of Card Reader and \"otcr's Accreditation on the 2015 General

Election

EFFECT
FREQl1£NCY

' PERCENTAGE(%)

Positive Effect
63

78.8%

----

Negative Effect

17

21.2%

Total

so
100%

source: field work 2018

Table 4.4,3 shows that, Seventy-nine percent (79%) of the respondents said it has a

p<>'iú,o
dfoct oo the "º""= of ilie ,te<tion ,. < ,o!oool th• Jocid""" of ,?m•,

hnl""""'"1"º
wJúfo 21 % re,catol th,t It bad o n,g,rtl" df,c< oo tire ,_,i ,toctioo ooe

· that c~.;e up such as poor network connectivity,
inadequate technical-

to sorne issues
"'..

•

know-how and also the issue of misplaced smart cards
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f.4-Afaetorsthat
made the 2015 General Ele .

llS aESPGNSIBLE
_

ctton Free and Fair

FREQUENCY,---
45

PERCENTAGE(%)
56.3%

?on ofVoters

:?on
·?
--?' ?
i ?llfCI: field wordW 18

?-

20 25.0%

10

5

12.4%

80

6.3%

J_
100%

Table 4.4.S show that 56º1 u f

·

• 1º se o card re d, l ¡a er ie ped to achieved this feat, 25% revealed

that accreditation of voters processes w
.

ere conducted m the right manner, 12% believed

lhat it was because A.P.C. won that the election was tenned free and fair while 6%

affinned that all the factors explained above all joined to make the 201 S ral l.
.

·

gene e ection a

free and fair one.

Table 4.4.5 Factors why the 2015 Election was free and fair

FACTORS RESPONSIBLE
FREQUENCY

PERCENTAGE(¾)

New Approach Introduced
39

48.8%

The Election was Free antl Fair
25

31.3%

No Bloodshed or Violence
14

17.7%

A.P .C. Won the Election
2

2.5%

Total

80
100%

Source: field work 2018

r,bl, 4.4.6 sbo= th•t, m,ny ,ro,,"'"'"'""' bdi""" m,rt ti< 2015 - f= ,wl OI•

- of tho - .,,..,.. ;n,oi,00 ID tM oo,d,ct of tho clo<t;= Whil• 31% of tho

,..p0n- t,o\;"'00 tl,at tho clo<tlon oonld be ,.;d t<> be fie< "'"º? U< ,¡,a,ral pro<'"

a very Jarge extent, 18% said it was fair due to the absence of violence

i
j

_;
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While the remainino '\"e • • reve11l«l I hn
,

I it W!I? snid In 1, ... I''r«lllldtíir?

Wactioo of Political e ,

orruphon usina (,

OF llESPO

" iml RHder

NDENTS
- ..

• ,,,..;;.;...-------
FRf.:Q111<:NcY ¡rtR<:.:NfiGt(%)1

72

8

80 100%

?;fieldwork2018

l This table show that the f

,S

, u? o ,Md """' hei P """'" ?,¡;ti,'1 '"?ptioo M - ?

by 90% of the responden?s while only a mere I O% rejected the fact the use of card reader

reduced political corruption.

Table 4.4.7 Opinion of Respondents on the Continuous use of Card Reader

OPINION OF RESPONDENTS
FREQUENCY

PERCENTAGE (o/o)

Yes

77
90.0%

No

8

\O.O%

Total

100
100%

Source: field work 2018

T.Sl• 4,4.7 ,Jwws >b.C d• re=•hcr "''" ,,,.,u "'""' lo ,?k ,pmi""' ,.,,.. <ho

goo/o ,ll""" u,,rt ili< "" ?' oUd ,o,da ,b<>uld be ooo<inU-' wbil< \0% of ili< res,oodo>I•

"'' tb• u,o of oud reoda in ili< ,=,Jiwti"of ,oi<" ,oouJd ho Af,,,,_,dm Nigolo,
- . . . -

Mo? of ili< ,..,.-ts wont fl< 000""'"' "' of oud """' "°'"""' - ili•

fuci- of, _ _,,,.,i;,., coso< of u-• ,oti,g, .,, - tl< incl- of

·

}ot paper
snatching

during tlle conduct of election.
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? S.l SUMMARY

From the forgoing. it has been established that smart card reader was the garne changer
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2015
.

""· Mo,{ofth<-
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cngc the outcome. In fact
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.

'
some &I I#

e e ccllon embr dace and congratulated the
.
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.

?-
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.
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•
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.

er O I \C president' \ ¡

·
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.
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.

.

= o _,Ny -

·

¡¡4naftonal assembly elections.

!
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be tranSparent and credible due to the use of the card reader. The usually excesso-e and

- ,uadáng ?d de""1ing be<w= the election wi=• ood 'º"" fil past-
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outcome compare to past elections in Nigeria.
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-y success, the card reader wasn't
.

h
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,
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çard readers had possible battery f'lai ures to power the device, timel?

g PVC holders many t
•
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I
Polli? unit, \\<..'>X ,i-'\ ,'rt,,;\i,d, 11,1111.\.I ,,n tlw p111p1•111?i< 1111d hr1111f11111111t fim .!#11 fi>!#(J,q

ln m..? c;1,-....,_ th,· ,,·m1-.·, I'"'' ,,k,1 t,, INn ·

lul' tlll'it 1t·1wlinµ wert• i.:mw!Jf:';l ¡,fl4 fifi

i conduci\ e sud, tlMI 11\\>si ,,t th,· trni,w,·s did 1wl pmpt·rly l'crdvc lhe lm;trui:111111?1m ttw. II?

of the card n::,\d,-r. lh1.·i,· "'''\' impt·rti:,·t pr111:1icul dcmonslrutions uf' how the card reader

would proper!? Ix· dli.·,·1i1\\ In sume rnscs two card readers were provided for a cla1, of

hundred trainees.

A large nun1ber of the trainees did not have the opportunities of operating the device. ln

some lew cases. those that received training were replaced with those that have no proper

idea of the effective use of the device. All of these Jed to the poor handling of the caro

reader during the elections to the extent that the protective film of some the card readers

were not removed thereby leading to the impossibility of lhe device to det.xt thumbprims
in some cases.

Card reader breakdown was also witnessed during the l'l,·cti,,ns. ?,,u" ,•( ,..,_..,_,..._..._'>

malfunctioned on the day of election. Though, INEC had pnl\ kkd t,,1d,- \l\' ,,;- ,'?....:: .?. ?17

card reader breakdown. However, some of the hucJ..-llp ll1il1\I 11, ,I\,\, ,:1.¡,,-;,t'<',, '.;,,

instance, five 17 card readers were deployed for use 111 tlw p11llinl) 1111il 1,\ ,:;,,;. 'T".'i•-.\,/\•i\f>)\

Candidate for PDP in Bayelsa State yet none oflhcm l\111c1ii1m;¡j, ?11111\ .. \h 'th ,,!-1\i ""'m.k,
at the polling unit of the Vice-Presidential Candid ale 11f Al'I' 11 ,,? 111111 \\\\1\1\\',:'1?:

Anllll!bcrof.the smart card re-.i.dcrs were not ?mart f,¡ h111¡_:t11111 l'\\1'1\\\\tc\ \ ",••.,-','1 "\,fthe
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Both INEC and Ad-hoc sl11ff should be properly trained on the UK of,,,,_ IMI,
readers to elimin11tc the chollcngcs experienced in the 2015 general elfflioM,

3. INEC should insist on the use trained personnel in smart card reader. Tmff lhOldl

be no substitution of electoral personnel by politicians during elections.

4. Proper electricity to power smart card battery be put in place in all pollíng IIIIÍl5

across the country

5. Electorates should be given proper orientation on the use of smart card readers
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APPENDIX

Department of Polit1·cal S
.

c1ence,

Faculty of Social Sciences,

Federal University Gusau,

P.M.B 1001, Gusau,

Zamfara State,

Nigeria.

Dear Respondent(s)

I am conducting a research survey on the topic "À criticai appraisal of

INEC smart card readers, in reducing 2015 general election in katsina Nigeria". The

result of this study will be used purposely for research exercise. You have been selected

by means of a random or chance selection in this exercise. Your views are· strictly

confidential. Please provide answers to the best of your knowledge.

INSTRUCTIONS

Please tick where necessary
and provide

answers where required.

?l;llON A: socio-demographic
data of respondents

l. sex

(a) Male ( ) (b) female (

Age (
) (cl 26•30 ¡ ) (d) 31 and above (

(al 1s-20 ( l (bl 21"25

Marital status ( l (d) Divorced ¡ )
{e) Widowed O

( ) (c) separated

(al Married ( l (b) Single
61



4; Religion

{a) Islam l l lb) Christianity ( ) (c) Others (

SECl'ION B: Democracy, Election and Electoral Process

1. What is the nature of electoral process in Nigeria?

(a)lndividual vote ( (b) voter roster ( (c) on the basis of democracy

(d) others specify ..

2. ln your opinion, is Nigeria practicing a democratic system of government?

(a) Yes ( (b)No (

3. Does the Nigerian citizen know their roles in the democratic government?

(a)Yes ( (b)No( )

4. Is democracy the best system of government for Nigeria?

(a)Yes l

S. Was the last election (2015) conducted in Nigeria free and fair?
(b) No (

(a)Yes ( ) (bl No (

.

d think there was share of free gift to gain vote?

6. In the 2015 election, 0 you

(a) Yes l

(b) Negatively ( l

7. If yes, how?(a) Positively ( . ?

•
.

. o electorates during election·.

8. If no whY do politicians give gifts t
.

,

( l (b) To help in rigging election

????
.

d

la)To help in canva
l

19 00 you think election an

( l
(d) All of the above

.

!.?.).iro encourage electorate? ff t the 2015 Election?
. Ni ena a ec s

e!ettoral processes
'" g

(bl No (

(bl No ( l
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?ON t: 2015 General Election and INEC Card Reader

l. How was the 2015 general election In Nigeria
(a) Satisfactory ( ) (b) Fair

( ) (C) Excellent
( ) (d) Encouraging ( )

2. What influence the outcome ofthe 2015 general election?

(a) Card reader ( ) (b) political awareness ( ) (c) the citizens ( )

(b) Personal interest by the electorates
( ) (e) Merge/coalition

3. How did card reader and the accreditation of voting affects the 2015 general

election? (a) Positively ( ) (b) Negatively (

4. Why was the 2015 election free and fair?

(a) Because APC won
l ) (bl the use of card reader ( ) (c) accreditation

approach ( ) (d) All of the above
.

If yes why? ( a)Because APC won ( ) (b) Because it is free and
fadirh(d )(cd)5. •

) (d) No bloo s e an
Because of the new approach introduced (

violence in the after math of the election

6. Did the carder reader reduce political corruption?

Yes ( ) No ( l
.

.
. fnue to use card reader and why?

7. In your own opinion, should Nigeria con,

..............................................................................................

.......................·••·········
······

.
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