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Abstract 
This study aimed at examining the strategies, causes and effects of vote buying on 

democratic participation in Rivers State, Nigeria between the period of 2015-2020. 

The study adopted participatory democracy theory, primary data were collected 

from research questionnaire items, while secondary data were collected from 

reports, books, journals, magazines, government publications and institutional 

address on issues of vote buying. The primary data were presented in tabular 

frequency and simple percent used to analyse it. The secondary data were 

interpreted using content analysis. The findings proved that political parties used 

significant strategies to achieved politics of vote buying in Rivers State, that there 

are several cases of vote buying as occasioned by several factors in Rivers State; 

and there are significant effects of vote buying on democratic participation of the 

citizens of Rivers State in the democratic process. Upon the above, the study 

recommended among others that there should be adequate enforcement of the 

electoral law to reduce vote buying.      

 

Keywords: Vote buying, democratic participation, democracy, general elections,  

       Vote selling.  

 

Introduction 

Election is a critical strategy in a democratic process, which provides the platform for the 

electorates to elect candidates of their choice into leadership positions in the state. It is a 

two way process. Firstly to the candidate, it offers the opportunity to seek for elective 

position for political and administrative leadership; and secondly to the electorates, it 

offers them the opportunity to make choice among all on who will best represent their 

interest in the political and administrative office. The decision of the electorate to choose 



South-South Journal of Humanities and international Studies                      Vol.5 No.1 March, 2022 
 

Vote Buying and Democratic Participation in Rivers State, Nigeria     180 

among the candidates is predicated on the perceived credibility of the candidate and 

capacity to offer useful leadership. This process affords both the electorates and political 

aspirants, the opportunity to make democratic choice and participation in the election 

process. Politics becomes the propelling force for the choice of candidate and participation, 

and accounts for the basis for either the electorate interest to elect a particular candidate or 

the candidate decision to vie for elective position in the state, and serves as the means of 

arriving at a reliable choice of candidate and even participation. For Elfversson et al. (2013), 

an election is the formal process of choosing a person for public office or adopting or 

rejecting a political proposal through voting. In their perspective, election is the formal 

process of selecting a person for public office. 

 

Soludo (2017) states that democracy is a system of government that gives opportunity to 

citizens to participate in their governance process. This is achieved through political and 

democratic participation in the election process. This presents election as the basic means 

of achieving political participation. Voting becomes an important tool to determine the 

decision of the electorates on the candidates to govern them. The electoral system is 

credible and successful when the voting process is free and fair, with the election results 

representing the voting decisions of the electorates, thereby encouraging political 

participation in the state. But it appears vote buying could be distorting to the process of 

electing the candidates of their choice. Sharma (2017) sees vote buying as an electoral 

activity carried out through exchange of money, gift, goods and service for a vote based 

on the perception of the buyer. This represents vote buying as the activities of two parties-

the buyer able to buy and the seller willing to sell their votes. Rogger (2019); and Bums 

(2019) stated that vote buying and selling is an economic transaction in electoral process 

whereby the seller sell his/her political freedom, and the buyer willing to buy the votes 

from them with the intention of recovering their investment when elected into power. In 

Nigeria, this makes vote buying more lucrative and complex in the democratic system, as 

the seller sees it as an opportunity make more money from the aspirant. The transaction 

deprives the vote seller their voting right and participation in the democratic process. To 

the buyers, it is an avenue to control the vote and determine the election results in their 

favour. The vote buying and selling is carried out with the aid of vote brokers. 

(Rogger,2019). The vote brokers are identified in Nigeria as the political godfathers, 

political party agents, compromised security agents and Independent National Electoral 

Commission (INEC) officials, etc. who facilitate the process of vote buying and selling 

during elections. 

  

The issues of vote buying have been noted in several general elections in Nigeria, including 

2015 and 2019 general elections, and other bye elections. Ojo, 2018). The scholars added 
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that it has become part of Nigerian electoral process, as the vote brokers are all out during 

the elections for vote buying. In Rivers State, the situation is not different, as Mr Obo 

Effanga, the then Rivers State Resident Electoral Commissioner attributed the electoral 

violence and subsequent suspension of the Port Harcourt Constituency 3 elections of 18th 

August, 2018 to issues of vote buying in Port Harcourt, Rivers State, Nigeria. 

 

Ojo (2016) added that vote buying has reached an alarming proportion in Rivers State and 

other parts of Nigeria with its negative implications on the democratic process. The buyer 

buys the vote as an investment for better political reward when they win the elections, and 

the sellers sell their votes to earn income. But the fact remains that the democratic process 

is distorted, electorates deprived, unpopular candidates emerge, leading to bad 

governance and poor development activities in Nigeria. Consequently, it is the objective 

of this study to interrogate the issues of vote buying, its causes and implications on 

democratic participation in Rivers State, Nigeria within the period of 2015 and 2019 general 

elections.  

 

Research Questions 

The following research questions are structured to guide the study. 

i. What are the strategies political parties use to actualise politics of vote buying in 

Rivers State? 

ii. What are the causes of vote buying in democratic process in Rivers State? 

iii. How has vote buying affected democratic participation in Rivers State? 

 

Objectives of the Study 

The central objective of this study is to examine the causes and effects of vote buying on 

democratic participation of the electorates in Rivers State. Specifically, the study objectives 

are to - 

i. examine the strategies political parties use to achieve vote buying in Rivers State 

ii. identify the causes of vote buying in democratic process in Rivers State.  

iii. examine how vote buying affected democratic participation in Rivers State. 

 

Literature Review 

The concept of Vote Buying 

Vote is synonymous with select, elect, and support. The idea also include the official 

declaration of a person's decision. Buying, on the other hand, refers to buy, an acquisition, 

a bargain, or a transaction. It also involves getting something via money. Vote buying, as 

described by Bratton (2018), is the act of tempting voters with money or monetary value in 

return for their vote. In a similar vein, Umaru (2019) views it as an isolated act that spreads 
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corruption throughout the whole political system. Vote buying is the act of buying and 

selling voting material, usually the voting card. It involves transaction between the vote 

buyer (candidate) and vote seller (electorate) with the principal aim of the seller to sell and 

earn income and/or receive gift; and the buyer to have more vote in his/her control for 

election victory and is prominent during democratic elections. In vote buying, the buyer, 

who is a political player, pays for support instead of competing fairly for votes. It impacts 

on democratic instruments including legitimacy, credibility, and appearance. Money 

politics is linked with the notion. 

 

Principally, the buying and selling of vote is for political and economic reward as the vote 

is exchanged for money, gift items, goods and service, promises for political appointment, 

and election victory (Jang & Chang, 2016). Wu and Huang (2014) argues that vote buying 

is carried out with the help of vote broker. This broker serves as the middle man between 

the voter buyers and vote sellers, and negotiate with eligible voters with voters’ card for 

vote buying as demanded by the candidate for possible vote trade. This transaction is made 

possible during the political campaign, rally, house to house visit and party meetings. It is 

usually targeted at buying the vote of the opposition members and weak party members, 

with the view of controlling their votes. The brokers apply both persuasion and force to 

convince the vote sellers to sell their votes, while the sellers negotiate with the highest 

bidder for more reward. 

 

To Rogger (2019), vote buying is beyond economic transaction and moves to social and 

political ritual in a democratic process. Although the seller sales to earn income, and in the 

process sale off his/her political/voting right to vote for candidate of their choice. Vote 

buying becomes an act of selling political freedom and mortgaging good governance. The 

implications are enormous and grievous to the democratic system. Warami (2019) 

observed that the issues of vote buying is at the increase and stated that the rate of vote 

buying in 2017 during the Lagos State Local Government elections was alarming and 

dangerous to Nigerian democracy. Yuki (2012) opined that vote buying takes different 

forms at different time in Nigeria and has become a challenge to Nigerian democratic 

process. Yuki (2012) added that recently, there are issues of voters selling their Permanent 

Voter Cards (PVCs) to the highest bidders in their constituencies at different rate ranging 

from #2,000:00 to #10,000:00 as evidenced during the Ekiti Governorship elections in 2018, 

Ondo Governorship elections in 2016, Anambra Governorship elections in 2016, Edo 

Governorship elections in 2016, Rivers State Governorship elections in 2015, etc., and 

classified vote buying as “democracy on sale”. This, no doubt implies a great danger to 

Nigerian democracy. 
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Ojo (2016) states that vote buying is striving in Nigeria due to the willingness of the sellers 

to sell their votes for money and gift items during elections. The electorates with PVCs are 

giving money, rice, cloths, household items, beverages, building material etc., in exchange 

for their PVCs during elections. Importantly, the offering of money and gift items in 

exchange for voter is done selectively, as members of one party always target to buy the 

voter’s card of the opponents with view of having more voters’ cards in their control and 

weaken the voting capacity of the opponents. In vote buying, the target population is the 

weak members of the opposition parties (Stokes, 2005). The weakness implies economic 

weakness (poverty) and political weakness (poor political education). This vote buying is 

successful through the activities of the vote brokers in collaboration with the security 

agents, party agents, INEC officials, state security agents and party leaders in their 

constituencies. This prompts (Bratton, 2018) to add that vote buying is an electoral fraud 

capable of violating principles and practice of democracy in Nigeria. Its implications are 

democratic deprivation, poor participation, electoral violence, distortion of democratic 

process, etc. No wonder, Thomas (2012) sees vote buying as a challenge to Nigerian 

electoral process and democratic participation. 

 

Sharma and Sadama (2017) argue that if we adopt a literal interpretation of the term rooted 

in the world of economic exchange, we can define the purchase of votes in the electoral 

arena as a market transaction in which parties, candidates, or intermediaries pay (in cash 

or kind) for "electoral services" delivered by individual citizens. In the vote-buying 

transaction, they might enlist electorates to provide electoral services. These services may 

compel supporters and swing voters to vote en masse for the party, while being 

compensated for their efforts. The services may also target supporters of the opposition by 

bribing them not to vote. Votes are formalised statements of choice by individual members 

of decision-making bodies, in their view. Vote buying is an illegal enterprise that does not 

operate inside a "normal" market governed by social and legal standards. 

 

Bratton (2018) opined that vote buying increases party allegiance. To maintain political 

coalitions, parties may give incentives or perks to key supporters during elections. This is 

because the delivery of incentives to party supporters serves as an acknowledgment and 

confirmation of their membership in the party. This stabilises the party's support base by 

preventing party supporters from defecting to or voting for the opposition. Green et al. 

(2012) noted that if operatives do not deliver specific rewards, supporters may become 

swing or opposition votes in the next election. Additionally, it motivates people to vote for 

the party on election day. In other terms, it eliminates supporter apathy. In practice, parties 

may give prizes to voters in order to avoid the gradual loss of political loyalty. Politicians 

often utilise monetary and nonmonetary inducements to persuade individuals, while 
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attempting to purchase their support. These incentives are often aimed at the poor or less 

educated class of opposition supporters to not vote, which is referred to in this paradigm 

as 'negative vote buying, swing voters and a party's primary supporters to vote, which is 

also referred to as 'turnout buying'. While negative vote buying decreases support for the 

opposing party, positive turnout buying improves support for the purchasing party. Vote-

buying incentives give short-term, private, and very assured rewards (Dike, 2018). As a 

result, low-income voters place a larger value on vote-buying in situations when 

compensation uncertainty is minimal (Dike, 2018). 

 

The Concept of Democratic Participation 

This is act of participating in democratic activities such as voting for candidate of your 

choice in an election, deciding on issues concerning you and involving in policy making 

process of the state. The term democracy is derived from two Greek words: demos, 

meaning people, and kratos, meaning rule. The literal definition of democracy is 

"government by the people." Appadorai (2014) defined democracy as a form of governance 

in which the people rule themselves either directly or via regularly chosen representatives. 

Direct democracy was feasible in ancient governments because all adult members of the 

society could readily participate in decision-making. In the contemporary political system, 

population growth and the extension of political borders have rendered direct democracy 

impractical. In several regions of the globe, representative democracy has superseded 

direct democracy for this reason. Representative democracy is an indirect democracy in 

which the people's representatives have sovereignty. Warami, quoted in Idowu (2018), 

said that despite the fact that current state circumstances make direct involvement of all 

citizens in administration of the state difficult, the notion of democracy continues to 

highlight the rule of the people. In other words, the people indirectly exercise their 

sovereign authority via a system of representation. 

 

Participation in politics, especially in the election process, is therefore a key prerequisite of 

representative democracy. This is the reason why Appadorai (2014) claimed that 

democracy cannot be called to exist when people do not feel free to talk or vote due to an 

environment of fear and compulsion, even if they possess all other political rights. 

Appadorai (2014) identified some of the requirements of democratic rule as a minimum of 

two parties to allow for freedom of choice, periodic elections based on universal adult 

suffrage, free and fair elections to allow the political party with majority support to control 

the machinery of government, and civil liberties such as freedom of association, religion, 

speech, and freedom from arbitrary arrest. Representative democracy presupposes that 

persons acquire and manifest certain civic abilities. These civic capabilities are comprised 

of three qualities: intellect, self-control, and conscience. The people must be able to 



South-South Journal of Humanities and international Studies                      Vol.5 No.1 March, 2022 
 

Vote Buying and Democratic Participation in Rivers State, Nigeria     185 

comprehend the community's interests, submit their personal will to the collective will, 

and recognise their civic duty and willingness to serve by voting (Appadorai, 2014). 

 

In Nigeria, however, indifference, and political apathy have impeded the establishment 

and maintenance of representative democracy. Falode and Orungbemi (2013) stated that 

there is a lack of genuine democratic government in Nigeria and most part of Africa. 

Nigeria's political culture is marked by intolerance, intimidation, thuggery, assassination, 

bitterness, indifference, passivity, money, and ethnic politics. After many years of political 

independence in Nigeria, the realities of democracy have not been able to flourish. To 

Soludo (2017), democratic participation refers to actions designed to affect the behaviour 

of individuals with decision-making authority. In a culture that values involvement, the 

inability to engage is a significant deprivation. This article focuses on participation in 

relation to governmental decision-makers, although the word also applies to nonprofit 

choices. The range of participatory actions and the criteria for successful participation are 

examined. There is a need to evaluate a vast array of participatory activities, such as 

engagement in administrative decisions. In addition to studying why individuals engage, 

one must also investigate why decision-makers are receptive. Throughout the process, 

various participation issues are considered, including issues of size, technological 

complexity, and participation inequality. 

 

Participatory Democracy Theory 

The participatory democracy theory serves as the analytical basis for this investigation. 

Rousseau created the principle of participatory democracy, which has been employed in 

academia since the Athenian democracy. The participatory democracy theory was 

popularized by J. S. Mill and G. D. H. Cole. The theory became more prominent and 

popular in 19th century, as several academic studies, particularly within the fields of social 

sciences and humanities, which used the theory to explain the desirability for even 

participation of the citizens in political activities of their state. Wolfe (2015) states that 

participatory democracy is a necessity in order to achieve a just society. Geraint (1972) sees 

political participation in democracy as the act of taking part in political activities of the 

state, particularly in such activities as voting, decision-making, and decision - 

implementation. To Haralambos (2015), participatory democracy theory focuses on the 

mode and sector of participation and deliberation among the citizens of a state on the 

choice of their leader and decision making. This argument proves that participatory 

democracy theory shows the effective or order wise of strength or weakness of actual 

citizen participation in democratic and political activities in the voting, who represents 

them and participation in public policy making process of the state. Participatory 

democracy theory is basically concerned with the explanation of the participatory ability 
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of the eligible citizens in the political and decision making process of their state on issues 

concerning their development. Participatory democracy has strengthened democratic 

activities of the society and giving reforms to institutional development as well as 

encourages liberal democracy. 

 

The relevance of participatory democracy theory to this study is that, it best explains the 

nature of vote buying and the usefulness of equal opportunity to all citizens of Rivers State 

in particular, and the Federal Republic of Nigeria at large in exercising their fundamental 

human rights during voting of candidates of their choice. Participatory democracy theory 

makes provision for all citizens to popularly participate and contribute to the decision 

making and development of their state. For this study, participation is explained within 

the context of participating in democratic and political activities, particularly in the election 

of their political and administrative leaders into positions of trust. This theory explains 

that for Nigeria to attain political development there must be adequate participation of the 

citizens in the democratic activities of the state. Participation in election and voting process 

is a clear evidence of citizen participation in democratic activities where citizens freely elect 

their representatives at various levels, and this gives the citizen opportunity for 

participation in the decision making and development of their state. However, the 

contradiction in Rivers State is that the application of vote - buying activities discourages 

the effective participation of the citizens in the state democratic process, and becomes a 

source of concern to this study. The study see vote -buying activities as barriers to the 

effective application of the participatory democracy. The politics of vote buying and selling 

deprives the citizen access to even participate in the democratic activities, as well as the 

opportunity to directly and indirectly participate in the decision making on issues affecting 

their development in Rivers State.  

 

Methodology 

This study used both primary and secondary data to achieve its objectives. The primary 

data were drawn from the research questionnaire items, and secondary data from the 

books, journals, publications, etc on the subject matter. The study administered 300 copies 

of the questionnaire to members of the political parties, party officials, and eligible 

electorates that participated in 2015 and 2019 general elections in Rivers State. The 

questionnaire had a total of nineteen (19) items on the subject of strategies of vote buying; 

causes of vote buying; and the effects of vote buying on democratic participation in Rivers 

State. The primary data were presented and analysed in tabular and simple percentage 

frequency, and content analysis used in analyzing secondary data.  
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Data Presentation and Analysis 

The 300 copies of questionnaires were administered to the respondents in the 3 selected 

local government areas of the 3 senatorial districts of Rivers State as shown in table 1 below 

 

Table .1. Research Questionnaire Distribution and Retrieval from 3 local government 

areas of the 3 senatorial districts of Rivers State, Nigeria. 

S/N Local 

Government 

Areas and 

senatorial 

districts  

Number of 

Questionnaire 

Distributed 

Number of 

questionnaire 

retrieved 

with error 

Number of 

Questionnaire 

not retrieved  

Number of 

Questionnaire 

retrieved 

without error 

and used 

1. Okirika LGA 

in Rivers 

East 

Senatorial 

Districts  

100 copies  8 4 88 copies  

2. Eleme LGA 

in Rivers 

South East 

Senatorial  

Districts  

100 copies  5 1 94 copies  

3. Abua/Odual 

LGA In 

Rivers West 

Senatorial 

District 

100 copies  3 2 95 copies  

 Total  300 copies  16 7 277 copies  

Source: Field work, 2020 

 

The table 1 above indicates that a total of 300 copies of research questionnaire were 

distributed on the subject of vote buying and political participation in Rivers State, Nigeria. 

The questionnaires were distributed equally to the 3 selected local government areas, with 

one local government area representing each senatorial district of Rivers State. 100 copies 

each were administered to the local government area, totaling 300 copies. However, a total 

of 277 copies of the research questionnaire were successfully retrieved without error and 

used for the study.  88 copies of the research questionnaire were retrieved from Okirika 

Local Government Area in Rivers East senatorial district, 94 copies of the research 

questionnaire were retrieved from Eleme Local Government Area of Rivers South-East 
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senatorial district; and 95 copies of the research questionnaire retrieved from Abua/Odual 

Local Government Area of Rivers West senatorial District.  

 

Research Question One 

What are the strategies political parties use to actualise vote buying in Rivers State? 

To answer research question 1, six (6) structured questionnaire items, numbering 1 - 6 on 

the strategies political parties use to actualise vote buying in Rivers State were used as 

contained in table 2 below. 

 

Table 2: Respondents responses’ on the strategies political parties use to actualise vote 

buying in Rivers State 

S/N Strategies of political 

parties for vote buying 

in Rivers State 

Yes % for Yes No % For 

No 

Total  

1. Exchange of money for 

votes  

198 71.5% 79 28.5% 277 

2. Exchange of gift, food 

and clothes for votes 

201 72.6% 76 27.4% 277 

3. Use of force 185 66.8% 92 33.2% 277 

4 Free medical services  172 62.1% 105 37.9% 277 

5. Free skill acquisition 

programs 

176 63.5% 101 36.5% 277 

6 Pay voters to be absent 

from voting 

216 78% 61 22% 277 

Source: Field Work, 2020. 

 

Table 2 above shows questionnaire items number 1-6 as data presented on the strategies 

political parties use to achieve vote buying in Rivers State.  

 

The strategies of Vote Buying in Rivers State 

Exchange of money for votes. Political parties and its candidates for elective offices use 

cash exchange for electorates’ votes as means of achieving vote buying in Rivers State. This 

is established on item number 1 of table 2 above on exchange of money for votes, which 

has 198 respondents’ responses as yes, representing 71.5%, and 79 respondents as no, 

representing 28.5%. Such vote buying is carried out during their political campaign and 

tour of electoral constituencies from where they identify the oppositions and weak 

members of other parties and negotiate the exchange of their votes for cash.  
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Exchange of gifts, food, and cloths for votes. Research questionnaire item number 2 of the 

table 2 above has exchange of gift, food and clothes as a strategy for vote buying in Rivers 

State, with a total of 201 of the respondents’ responses, representing 72.6% as yes, and 76 

of the respondents’ responses, representing 27.4% as no. These were noted during the 2015 

and 2019 generalelections in Rumuekpe, Ibaa, Odegu, Omalem, Okirika, Tombia, Kula, 

Agbisi communities, etc., when the vote brokers and political gladiators visited the rural 

people during the election period and shared household items, fertilizers, cloths and food 

items to the rural poor people telling them that they (the politicians) care for them (the 

poor) and are here to alleviate their suffering by given them these gifts and in return 

request for their votes with the intention that when they win, they will do more, and such 

gifts influenced their political decisions. 

 

The use of force on voters. In some cases, where the vote brokers and political godfathers 

in the party are not able to negotiate with the electorates on means of exchanging their 

votes or outright buying, they resort to the use of force on such electorates in a particular 

constituency where they perceive high rate of opposition. Research questionnaire item 

number 3 on table 2 above has use of force as a strategy for vote buying in Rivers State 

with 185 of the respondents’ responses as yes, and 92 of the respondents’ responses as no, 

representing 66.8% and 33.2% respectively.  

 

Free medical services and skill acquisition programmes. During the 2015 and 2019 

general elections in Rivers State, politicians contesting for public elective offices carried 

out free medical services and skill acquisition programmes for the people within their 

constituencies. This was noted in the respondents’ responses to item number 4, which has 

free medical services as a strategy for vote buying in Rivers State, with 172 of the 

respondents’ responses as yes, representing 62.1% of the total respondents’ responses, and 

105 of the respondents’ responses, representing 37.9% as no. Also, research questionnaire 

item number 5 on table 2 above has free skill acquisition programme as another strategy 

for vote buying in Rivers State, with 176 of the respondents’ responses as yes, and 101 of 

the respondents’ responses as no, representing 63.5% and 36.5% respectively.  

 

Pay voters to be absent from voting. Item number 6 of the research questionnaire items 

on table 2 above has pay voters to be absent from voting as a strategy for vote buying in 

Rivers State, with 216 of the respondents’ responses as yes, and 61 of the respondents 

responses as no, representing 78% and 22% respectively on the subject matter.  
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Research Question Two 

What are the causes of vote buying in democratic process in Rivers State? 

To answer the research question two, 6 research questionnaire items were presented, in 

table 3 below.  

 

Table 3: Respondents perceptions on the causes of vote buying in democratic process in 

Rivers State 

S/N Causes of vote buying 

in Rivers State 

Yes % for Yes No % For 

No 

Total  

1. Hunger and poverty 186 67.1% 91 32.9% 277 

2. Poor political education 

and orientation  

172 62.1% 105 37.9% 277 

3. Political propaganda 201 72.6% 76 27.4% 277 

4 Inability to subvert 

independent National 

Electoral Commission 

Electoral process 

159 57.4% 118 42.6% 277 

5. Poorly equipped and 

compromising attitude 

of security and electoral 

personal 

174 62.8% 103 37.2% 277 

6 The politics of stomach 

infrastructure  

176 60.3% 110 39.7% 277 

Source: Field Work, 2020. 

 

Table 3 above shows 6 causes of vote buying in Rivers State, with each item showing 

different degree of respondents’ responses.  

 

The causes of Vote Buying in Democratic Process in Rivers State 

Hunger and Poverty. The research questionnaire item number 1 in table 3 above proved 

hunger and poverty as one of the causes of vote buying in Rivers State, with 186 of the total 

respondents’ responses as yes, and 91 of the respondents’ responses as no, representing 

67.1% and 32.9% respectively, with the poor and hungry as the greatest victims. 

 

Poor political education and orientation. In ability of the state to adequately educate the 

electorates on their voting rights, participation process and its implications account for the 

voters poor education and orientation in Rivers State, and gives opportunity for vote 

buying and selling. This is established in item number 2 of the questionnaire items on table 
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3 above, which has poor political education and orientation as another cause of vote buying 

in Rivers State, with 172 of the total respondents’ responses as yes, and 105 of the 

respondents’ responses as no, which represents 62.1% and 37.9% respectively.  

 

Political propaganda. Questionnaire item number 3 on table 3 above has political 

propaganda as one of the causes of vote buying in democratic process in Rivers State, with 

201 of the total respondents’ responses as yes, and 76 respondents’ responses as no, 

representing 72.6% and 27.4% respectively. During political campaign in 2015 and 2019 

general elections in Rivers State, political parties carried out propaganda against each other 

and its candidates. In most cases, the opposition political party carry this propaganda 

against the ruling party on state of insecurity, administrative failure and development 

inadequacies as a strategy to discredit and make the ruling party unpopular, thereby 

inducing the voters with money and gift items to vote in favour of the opposition party for 

good governance. 

 

Inability to subvert Independent National Electoral Commission (INEC) electoral 

process. Questionnaire item number 4 on table 3 above has inability to subvert 

Independent National Electoral Commission electoral process as one of the causes of vote 

buying in Rivers State, with 159 of the total respondents’ responses as yes, and 118 of the 

respondents’ responses as no, representing 57.4% and 42.6% respectively. 

 

Poorly equipped and compromising attitude of security and electoral personnel. 

Research questionnaire item number 5 on table 3 above has poorly equipped and 

compromising attitude of security and electoral personnel as a cause of vote buying in 

Rivers State, with174 of the total number of respondents’ responses as yes, and 103 of the 

respondents’ responses as no, representing 62.8% and 37.2% respectively.  

 

The politics of stomach infrastructure. Research questionnaire item number 6 on table 3 

above has the politics of stomach infrastructure as another cause of vote buying in Rivers 

State, with 176 of the total respondents’ responses as yes, and 110 of the respondents’ 

responses as no, representing 60.3% and 39.7% respectively. Ademoyega (2011) argues that 

stomach infrastructure has taken a political dimension to represent a vigorous and 

structured food provision scheme for the possibly underfed ones in Nigeria.  

 

Research Question Three 

How has vote buying affected democratic participation in Rivers State? 

To answer the research question three of the study, 7 research questionnaire items were 

presented as the respondents responses as stated in table 4 below.  
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Table 4: Respondents perceptions on the effects of vote buying on democratic 

participation in Rivers State 

S/N Effects of vote buying 

on political 

participation in Rivers 

State 

Yes % for Yes No % For 

No 

Total  

1. Loss of voting right  210 75.8% 67 24.2% 277 

2. Loss of confidence on 

democratic process 

196 70.8% 81 29.2% 277 

3. Emergence of wrong 

choice of candidates as 

winners 

221 79.8% 56 20.2 277 

4 Diversion and wastage 

of state resources  

149 53.85 128 46.2% 277 

5. High cost of democratic 

and electoral process 

165 59.6% 112 40.4% 277 

6 Electoral violence in the 

democratic process   

206 74.4% 71 25.6% 277 

7. Intra party conflicts  199 71.8% 78 28.2% 277 

Source: Field Work, 2020. 

 

The effects of vote buying on Democratic Participation in Rivers State 

 Loss of voting right 

Questionnaire item number 1 on table 4 above has loss of voting right as one of the effects 

of vote buying on democratic participation in Rivers State, with 210 of the total 

respondents’ responses as yes, and 67 of the respondents’ responses as no, representing 

75.8% and 24.2% respectively. Okekeocha (2013) posits that vote buying accounts for voters 

losing their voting power in the alter of vote selling. 

 

Loss of confidence on democratic processes 

Questionnaire item number 2 on table 4 above has loss of confidence on democratic process 

as one of the effects of vote buying on democratic participation in Rivers State. This was 

proved as 196 of the total respondents’ responses has yes, and 81 of the total number of the 

respondents’ responses has no, representing 70.8% and 29.2% respectively.  

 

Emergence of wrong choice of candidates as winners 

Questionnaire item number 3 has emergence of wrong choice of candidates as winners of 

elections as another effect of vote buying on democratic participation in Rivers State. This 
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is achieved through the respondents’ responses, which has a total number of 221 of the 

respondents’ responses as yes and 56 as no, representing 79.8% and 20.2% respectively.  

 

Diversion and wastage of state resources 

Questionnaire item number 4 on table 4 above has diversion and wastage of state resources 

as an effect of vote buying on democratic participation in Rivers State, with 149 of the total 

respondents’ responses as yes, representing 53.8% and 128 of the total respondents’ 

responses as no, representing 46.2%. Political parties and its candidates spend more money 

on vote buying to ensure its election victory. 

 

High cost of democracy and electoral process 

The quest for vote buying has made the vote sellers to escalate the price and has pushed 

the democratic process to be more expensive financially. This was affirmed by the 

respondents; responses in questionnaire item number 5 on table 4 above, which has high 

cost of democratic and electoral process as another effect of vote buying on democratic 

participation in Rivers State, with 165 of the total respondents’ responses as yes and 112 of 

the total respondents’ responses as no. This represents 59.6% and 40.4% respectively.  

 

Electoral violence in a democratic processes 

Research questionnaire item number 6 on table 4 above has electoral violence in the 

democratic process as one of the effects of vote buying in democratic participation in Rivers 

State, with 206 of the total respondents’ responses as yes, and 71 of the respondents’ 

responses as no. This represents 74.4% and 25.6% respectively. Electoral violence is an 

extreme form of conflict in the democratic process as a result of persistence quest for 

political power and conflict of political interest. As a result of high demands for vote and 

the scarcity of eligible voters with valid voters card, who are willing and able to sell their 

votes, the political parties and its candidates struggle for the limited votes to buy. This 

struggle attracts disagreements and clash of interest, and when not properly managed 

escalates to violence in the electoral process, leading to loss of life, properties and distortion 

of the democratic process and development in the state. 

 

Intra-party conflict 

From table 4 above, questionnaire item number 7 has intra party conflicts as one of the 

effects of politics of vote buying on political participation in Rivers State, with a total of 

199 respondents’ responses as yes, representing 71.8%, and 78 of the total respondents’ 

responses as no, representing 28.2%. This conflict occurs arising from internal 

disagreement and conflict of interest between members of the party in an attempt to 

protect a particular interest, usually political interest. Vote buying breeds this type of 
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conflict particularly during party primaries to elect the party flag bearers. During the 

primaries, party candidates struggle for the votes of the delegates and buys up as many as 

they can base on their financial capacity. The struggle for buying the delegates votes results 

to conflict among the party candidates and climax to internal party conflict between the 

party leaders.  

 

Recommendations 

The following recommendations were made to reduce vote buying in Rivers State, Nigeria.  

 The Nigerian Government should encourage economic empowerment to reduce 

hunger and poverty, leading to vulnerability of the poor, who are eligible 

electorates in the state. 

 There should be regular voters education and orientation to enhance the voters 

consciousness and willingness to resist vote buying and selling 

 Compromising INEC and security personnel during elections should be 

prosecuted accordingly to serve as lesson to others. 

 Electorates should resist receiving donations and gift items that will compromise 

their votes 

 The party candidates and godfathers who facilitate the vote buying should be 

prosecuted inline with the electoral laws of the state. 

 Electorates should resist the exchange of food and gift items for their votes 

 INEC and security officials should be provided with the necessary equipment and 

welfare during elections to avoid them asking for support from the political parties 

and their candidates that may compromise them. 

 Political parties should apply rule of law and internal democracy in management 

of its internal affairs, particularly party primaries to reduce vote buying by 

unpopular candidates 
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