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ABSTRACT 

This iresearch iexamined ipolitical iparticipation iof 

iyouths, iimpact ion idemocracy iin iNigeriai(2015-

2022). iThe iobjectives iof ithe istudy iinclude ito 

iinvestigate ihow ihas ithe ilevel iof ipolitical 

iparticipation iamong iNigerian iyouths ichanged 

ibetween i2015 iand i2022, iand iwhat ifactors ihave 

iinfluenced ithese ichanges; ito iascertain ithe 

ichallenges ifaced iby iNigerian iyouths iin itheir 

iefforts ito iengage iin ipolitical iparticipation 

iduring ithe iperiod iof i2015-2022; ito iexamine 

ithe iextent ito iwhich ithe iincreased ipolitical 

iparticipation iof iNigerian iyouths icontributed ito 

ithe idemocratization iprocess iin ithe icountry 

ibetween i2015 iand i2022; ito ifind iout iare ithe 

ispecific iforms iof ipolitical iparticipation ithat 

iNigerian iyouths ihave iengaged iin iduring ithe 

iperiod iof i2015-2022; ito iassess ihow ihave 

igovernment ipolicies iand iinitiatives iaimed iat 

ipromoting iyouth ipolitical iparticipation iin 

iNigeria ibetween i2015 iand i2022 iaffected ithe 

ioverall istate iof idemocracy iin ithe icountry. iIn 

icarrying iout ithe iresearch, iqualitative imethod 

iwas iused. i25 iparticipants iwere iselected iacross 

idifferent iyouth ipolitical igroups ii.e. iPDP iNew 

iGeneration: iAPC iYouth iForum; iNNPP iYouth 

iMobilisation ifor i2003; iLabour iParty iYouth 

iVanguard, icivil isociety iorganisations ilike 

iAdvocate iYouth iInitiative, iNational iYouth 

iCouncil, iIndependent iNational iElectoral 

iCommission i(INEC) iand iNational iOrientation 

iAgency. iIn igathering ithe iprimary idata, iFocus 

iGroup iDiscussion iwas iused. iIn ianalyzing ithe 

idata igathered, ithematic ianalysis. iThe iresult 

irevealed ithat ithe inumber iof iyouths ithat 

iparticipated iin ielectioneering iprocess iin i2023 

iwas ifar igreater ithan ithose iin i2015. iSocial 

imedia iwas ifound ito iinfluence ithe iincreased 

iparticipation iof iyouths, iespecially ileading ito 

ithe i2023 igeneral ielections. iIt iwas ialso 

idiscovered ithat ithe ilevel iof ieducational 

iattainment iof iyouths iand iaccess ito itechnology 

iaffect itheir iparticipation iin ipolitics iin iNigeria. 

iThe istudy ifound ifurther ithat ithe inot-too-young-

to-run ilaw ihas iimpacted ithe ipolitical 

idevelopments iin iNigeria. iSince ithe isigning iof 

ithe iNTYTR iAct, ithere ihas ibeen iimprovement 

iin iyouths icontesting ifor ielective ipositions, ibut 

inot ias isignificant ito imake imuch idifference. 

iAdditionally ias irevealed iin ithe istudy, ia 

inumber iof ithe ikey ifactors ihindering ithe 

ipolitical iparticipation iof iyouths ihave iincluded 

ipoverty, iresulting ifrom ithe ifailure iof ithe istate 

ito iattend ito ithe iwelfare iof ithe ipeople, iwhich 

iis ithe iprimary ipurpose iof igovernment. iAs 

isuch, ithe ilack iof iadequate isocial iprovisioning 

ifor ieducation, ihealth, iand idecent ihousing ihas 

idisadvantaged ithe iyouth ifrom ibeing 

ifundamentally idistracted iby iexistential iissues. 

iThe iresearch irecommends ithat ipolitical iparties 

imust iincrease ithe icurrent ipercentage iallocated 

ito iyouths iand isee ito iit ithat ithe isame iis ifilled 

iup iduring ipoliticking. iEnsuring ithat ipolitical 

iparties iconduct ipolitical iprocesses isuch ias 

iprimaries ifree iof iany icost ifor iyouth iseeking 

ipolitical iengagement. 

Keywords: i iYouth, iPolitical iparticipation, 

iDemocracy, iGovernment, iActivism i 

 

I. INTRODUCTION 
1.1 Background ito ithe iStudy 

Practicing idemocracy iin iNigeria ihas 

iinspired ivarious ielections iand ithe iadoption iof 

ithe iWesternized isystem iof igovernance iand 

iadministration isince iits iinception iright iinto ithis 

ifourth irepublic ithat icommenced iin i1999. 

iHowever, ithe iyouth, iconsidered ithe idriving 

iforce iof iany isocietal idevelopment, imay inot 

ihave ihad iit iso iwell iin ithis idemocratic ijourney 

iso ifar. iNigeria iwas icolonized iby iBritain iand 
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ipropelled iby isubsequent iagitation ifor iself-rule 

iand ithe ipractice iof idemocracy, imainly 

ichampioned iby iyouths ithrough ivarious iforms 

iof iagitation iand ischolarly imovements. iNigeria 

ieventually ihad iher iindependence iand 

isubsequently iself-ruled iin i1960 iand i1963 

irespectively. i 

 Having ia ifunctional iand isustainable 

idemocracy iin iNigeria idemands ivirile iand iwell-

empowered iyouth iparticipation iwith iviable iskills 

iput iinto iuse ifor igreater iproductivity. iAs 

iNelsoni(2011) iargues, idemocracy ias ia isystem 

iof igovernment iis iwhere ievery iadult ihas iequal 

ichances iof ivoting iand ibeing ivoted ifor iwithout 

ibeing iintimidated ior idissuaded iby ithe 

ipecuniary ipower iof ihis iopponents, ias iaccess ito 

iessential ilife iachievement iand ifulfillment iis 

ibased ion iknowledge iand iskills iacquired inot 

iascribed ior iallotted ias iin iother isystems iof 

igovernance. i 

Democracy iwas iand iis istill igreatly 

iadmired iand iconsidered ian iideal imodel ifor iall 

inations ithat iaspire itowards istructural, ieconomic, 

iand ipolitical idevelopmental igrowth, 

iparticularlyiin ithe i21
st
 icentury. iDespite iits 

ichallenges, idemocracy iguarantees ithe ipopular 

iparticipation iof icitizens, iperiodic ifree, ifair, iand 

icredible ielections, ifreedom iof ithe ipress, 

iindependent iand iunbiased ielectoral ibody, iproper 

irepresentation, iequality iof icitizens’ irights, 

itolerant iof ithe iopposition, itransparency iand 

iaccountability iprinciples, iand ithe isupremacy iof 

ithe irule iof ilaw, iwhich iis imost icherished 

ivalues iin imost iclimes igenerally. iDemocracy 

ishould iensure iequitable idistribution iof iresources 

iand iopportunities ito icitizens ibased ion imerit ias 

icitizens ifreely iparticipate iin ilawmaking iand 

igovernance itowards ithe igrowth iand 

idevelopment iof ithe isociety. 

Recent iAccording ito istudies iconducted 

iin ithe iUnited iKingdom, iyoung ipeople i(youth) 

iare ias idevoted ito ipolitical iprocesses ias itheir 

iparents' iera; inevertheless, ithey iperceive ia 

idearth iof imeaningful ipossibilities ito iparticipate 

iin ipolitical ilife iand ifeel ialienated ifrom iformal 

ipublic iinstitutions iand igovernmenti(Henn i& 

iFoard, i2014). iThis istudy itends ito idisabuse 

imost igeneral ipublic iopinion ithat iyouths iin ithis 

iclime iare imore iin itune iwith ifootball, isocial 

imedia iactivities, igambling, iand iother isocial 

ivices. iHowever, iif ienabling iempowerment iis 

igiven, ithey imay ibe imore iwilling ito iparticipate 

imeaningfully iin igovernance, ipolitics, iand 

idemocracy. 

 The irole iplayed iby iyouths iin ithe 

ielectoral iprocesses iand ithe idevelopment iof 

imodern ination-states idates iback ito ipre-colonial, 

icolonial, iindependence iand ipost-independence 

iera. iWe ireminisce iwith ijoy iabout ihow 

iadolescents iin itheir iteens iand iearly itwenties, 

imany iof iwhom iwere ienrolled iin ihigher 

ieducation iinstitutions iboth idomestically iand 

iabroad, iserved ias ithe imovements' istone itools 

iduring icolonial iAfrica. iAmong itheseiwere ithe 

ilate iKwame iNkrumah iof iGhana, iSekou iToure 

iof iGuinea, iObafemi iAwolowo, iNnamdi iAzikwe 

iof iNigeria, iArnica iCalbra iof iCape iVerde, 

ietc.i(Ojo, i2008). iHaving istarted iso iwell, ithe 

iyouths iof iAfrica iwere iindeed ipoised ito 

ichampion ithe irapid igrowth iand iindustrial 

idevelopment iof ithe icontinent ias iit iis igiven ia 

ilevel iplaying iground. iThe ilikes iof iGeneral 

iYakubu iGowan, iNnamdi iAzikiwe, iShehu 

iShagari, iTafawa iBalewa, iAnthony iEnahoro, 

iObafemi iAwolowo, iOlusegun iObasanjo, iand 

iMusa iYar'adua, ito imention ia ifew, iwere iall 

iopportune ito ilead iat ivarious icapacities iin itheir 

iyoung iage igiven ithe iempowerment iby ithe 

igovernment iat ithat itime ieven ithough iunder ia 

imilitary iadministration. i 

 As iBabalola iand iFasiku iargued, ithe 

ipopulation ithat iendures ithe imost iin iany icase 

iof idemocratic iinstability iand iinsecurity iis ithe 

iun-empowered iyouth, iwho ioften iend iup ias 

ivictims iof iunderemployment, ipolitical iviolence, 

ithuggery, iand ithe iresti(Babalola i& iFasiku, 

i2015). iAs ithe iproductive iforce iof ithe 

ieconomy, ithe iyouth ishould ibe ia ivital isegment 

iconsidered iin ithe igovernance iand ipolicy-making 

iprocess. iThis iresearch iwas imotivated iby ithe 

iresearcher's ipassion iand iinterest ito isee ithat 

ipolitical iparticipation iamong ithe iyouth iis ithe 

ibedrock ifor ienforcing idemocracy iand igood 

igovernance. 

The imajority iof i13,000 irespondents 

ifrom i186 icountries ito ia iUN iIANYD istudy 

iconducted iin iAugust i2012 ireported ithat ithe 

iyouth's imost isignificant iproblems iwas ithat 

iyouths iweren't igiven ienough ichances ito 

iactively iparticipate iin idecision-making 

iprocesses. iDue ito ia ilack iof iexposure iand 

iopportunities iwhere iyoung imen iand iwomen 

ifeel iexcluded iand imarginalized iin itheir 

icommunities iand isocieties, imaking iit idifficult 

ifor ithem itoiactively iparticipate iin iinclusive 

idecision-making iprocesses. iThe iimportance iof 

icapacity ibuilding, istrengthening iyouth itrust iin 

iinstitutions, iand iparticipatory iframeworks iwere 

ialso iemphasized. i i(UNDESA i2020) 
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Many iyouths idesirous iof ipolitically 

iparticipating iin ipolitics iand iwanting ito ipartake 

iin igovernance iconsolidation iactively iare 

idiscouraged iand inot iempowered idue ito ithe 

inature iand icharacter iof ithe ipolitical istructure. 

iYouths ideserve imore ithan iwhat isociety ioffers 

iat ithe imoment iin iterms iof ipolitical 

iparticipation. iMost iof ithese iyoung ipeople iare 

ieither inot iempowered iwith ithe iright iskills iand 

iorientation iabout ipolitics ifrom ischool ior iare 

inot igiven iproper iempowerment ito ithrive iand 

icontribute ito inational idevelopment. iGiven ithe 

iprevailing iinsecurity iand ibad ieconomic isituation 

iin ithe icountry, ithis iportends idanger ito ithe 

iunity iand isurvival iof ithe igovernment, 

iespecially iwhen ithe ipeople iare iable ito iconsider 

iand imake ilegislative idecisions iand ichoose 

igoverning ibodies i(democracy) iin ia ination ilike 

iNigeria, inow imore ithan iever, imaking ithis 

istudy ipertinent. iAgile iyouths iare ireadily 

iavailable iand iconstitute ian iarmy iready ifor 

irecruitment ito iindulge iin ivarious ivices iranging 

ifrom iterrorism, ibanditry, ikidnapping, iarmed 

irobbery, iand iinsurrection, ithreatening ipeaceful 

idemocratic igovernance iin iNigeria iand ithe itoll 

ithis imight ibe itaking ion iour idemocratic 

iexperience ias iit iwere. iThis istudy iseeks ito 

ireverse ithis itrend iif ithese ifindings iand 

isuggestions iare iconsidered. iHopefully, ithis 

iinvestigation iwill iavail ipolicymakers, iacademia, 

iand ithe igeneral ipublic iof iknowledge ito 

iunderstudy ithe isymbiosis irelationship ibetween 

iyouth ipolitical iparticipation iand ithe idemocracy 

iof iany ination. 

This iinvestigation icaptures ithe icause-

and-effect irelationship ibetween ithe itwo ivariables 

iunder istudy: iYouth ipolitical iinvolvement ias ian 

iindependent ivariable, iwhich iis iconsidered ito 

ihave ian iimpact ipositive ior inegative ior icause 

ichange ito ihappen ito ithe idependent ivariable 

ibeing idemocracy iin iNigeria. iDemocracy iis ithe 

idependent ivariable ireceiving ithe ieffect iof ithe 

icause iof ichanges iin ithe iindependent ivariable 

iof iyouth ipolitical iparticipation. 

The iresearch iconceives iyouth ipolitical 

iinvolvement ias ia irelated ifactor ithat imay 

iimpact ipositively ior inegatively ion idemocracy 

iand ithe ipolity iof ithe ination. iThe iposition iof 

ithe iyouth iin iany isociety icannot ibe 

iunderestimated iin ithat ithis icategory iof ithe 

ipopulation iremains ithe imost ienergetic idespite 

ineglect iand iunder-utilization iin ithe icountry, iin 

ispite iof itheir ipotential iand icapacity ifor ipositive 

iinformationi(Nweke, i2005). iAccording ito iBaku, 

iAshiaagbor, iSimon, iand iAlfredi(2008), ichronic 

iunemployment iamong iuniversity idegrees iis inot 

ionly ia idiscouragement ito ieducation ibut imay 

ialso ibe ia irecipe ifor isocietal iinstability iif inot 

iaddressed. 

 The iquestion iof iwhat iinfluences 

ipolitical ibehaviour iand iparticipation iis ione iof 

ithe imost iresearched itopics iin ipolitical iscience, 

iwith istudies iof iresources, imotivation, iand 

irecruitment inetworksi(Verba, i1995; iSchlozman, 

i2012), ipersonality itraits i(Hibbing, i2013; 

iMondak i& iHalperin, i2008), icontextual ifactors 

isuch ias iincome iinequality, iand iinstitutional 

istructures ibeing iamong ithe imost istudied 

i(Hooghe i& iOser, i2016; iLister, i2007). iScholars 

ihave iresearched ivarious iaspects iof iyouths’ 

ipolitical iparticipation iand iits iimpact ion 

itheieconomy, iyouth irestiveness iand ithe ination’s 

isecurity, iyouth iempowerment iand isocio-

economic idevelopment, iyouth iand idemocracy, 

iand imany imore. 

 i Despite ithe iabundance iof istudies ion 

ifactors iinfluencing ipolitical iconduct, iempirical 

istudies iremain iremarkably imute ion ia icrucial 

itopic iof itheoretical iresearch iin ipolitical iscience: 

ithe ilink ibetween idemocracy, iits itenets, iand 

ipolitical ibehavior, iand istudies iof iyouth ipolitical 

iinvolvement iand idemocracy iwith ithis iresearch 

igap iidentified, iit ibecame inecessary ito iexplore 

ipolitical iinvolvement iand idemocracy iin iNigeria, 

idating iback ito iAristotle's iideas ion ithe ipolitical 

isphere. iThe icontribution iof ithe iyouth isector ito 

isociety's ihuman iresources, iskills, iand 

inationalistic icapacity iin imany ielements iof ipre-

colonial, icolonial, iand ipost-colonial ihistories 

ilooks ivital iand ipertinent ito ithe idevelopment 

iand isustainability iof idemocracy iin iNigeria. 

 

1.2 Statement iof ithe iResearch iProblem 

The iinability iof imost iyouths ito 

imeaningfully iparticipate iin ithe igrowth iand 

isustenance iof idemocratic iprocess iin ithe icountry 

iinvariably ihas ihampered ithe ispate iof ieconomic 

iand ipolitical idevelopment iof ithe ination iand 

igood igovernance. iThe ination’s igross idomestic 

iproduct iis ireduced ibecause iof ipoor iworkforce 

idevelopment, ithereby ilowering ithe ination's iper-

capita iincome iand igross idomestic iproduct. i 

In iformal ipolitical iprocesses iof 

ielections iand ivoting, iinstitutions ilike, ipolitical 

iparties, ielective ioffices iand iappointments iinto 

iparliaments, iand ipublic iagencies, iparastatals, 

icommissions iand idepartments, iyoung ipeople iare 

idisproportionatelyiunderrepresented. iThe isituation 

iis ifar imore ichallenging ifor iyoung iwomen iand 
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iwomen iin imiddle-level idecision-

making/leadership irolesi(UNDP i2012). 

Okibei(2022) iin ihis iwrite iup inoted ithat 

iNigerian iyouths iface iexclusion ifrom ipolitical 

iparticipation idue ito isystemic idisjuncture, 

istructural idiscomfiture iin ithe ieconomic isystem, 

iand ithe imonetization iof ithe ielectoral iprocess, 

iwhich ifavors iolder, iwealthier ipeople ior ipeople 

iwith ipolitical isponsors ifunding ithem. iAlthough 

ithe igovernment ihas imade isome iefforts ito 

ieliminate ithe idisparity iin iopportunities ifor 

ipolitical iparticipation, ipersistent iexclusion 

iremains ia ichallenge. iThe iNot iToo iYoung ito 

iRun ibill ilegally iopened iwindows iof iopportunity 

ifor iyouth, ibut ithe icost iof iparty inomination 

iforms iremains ia ibarrier ito ientryi(Thisday 

i2018). iHow ihas ithis iimpact ion idemocratic 

iprocess iin iNigeria iis ione iof ithe ifactors ithat 

itriggered ithis iresearch. 

Relatively, ithe iinvolvement iof iyouths iin 

ithe i2015 iand i2023 igeneral ielections iin iNigeria 

iis ia icommendable idevelopment ithat icould 

iserve ias ia imodel ifor iother iAfrican inations ito 

ifollow. iHowever, ithere iare iquestions iabout 

ihow iyouth ican isustain itheir iquest ifor iinclusion 

iin ipolitical iparties iand ito iwhat iextent itheir 

isupport ifor ia iyounger iperson iwill iremain ia 

idetribalized istruggle. iThe icontending iissues 

iinclude ithe iabsence iof iinternal iparty 

idemocracy, ithe irole iof igodfathers iand 

imoneybags, iand ithe iabsence iof ia igovernment 

iplatform ifor iyouth iintegration iin ielective 

iofficesi(Ayeni, i2023). iThe isignificance iof ithe 

iprinciple iof i'one iperson, ione ivote' iin 

isafeguarding ithe icredibility iof ian ielection 

icannot ibe ioverstated, iand ithe iparticipation iof 

iyoung ipeople iin iformal, iinstitutional 

ipoliticaliprocesses iis irelatively ilow iwhen 

icompared ito iolder icitizens iacross ithe iglobe. 

iThis itherefore iforms ianother ifactor ithat icalled 

ifor ithis iresearch. 

Similarly, ithe iimpact iof ilimited iyouth 

ipolitical iparticipation ion idemocracy iin iNigeria 

ifrom i2015 ito i2022 iis ia icritical iarea iof istudy 

ithat irequires ifurther iexploration. iThe 

iunderrepresentation iof iyouths iin ithe ipolitical 

ilandscape ican ilead ito ia ilack iof idiverse 

iperspectives, iinnovative iideas, iand ia idisconnect 

ibetween ithe igovernment iand ithe iyounger 

ipopulationi(Adeyemi i& iAdeniyi, i2021). 

iResearch ihas ishown ithat iwhen iyoung ipeople 

iare iactively iengaged iin ipolitical iprocesses, ithey 

ibring ifresh ienergy, inew isolutions ito isocietal 

iproblems, iand ia isense iof iaccountability ito 

igovernancei(Onyeiwu iet ial., i2020; iOkechukwu 

i& iUgwueze, i2021). iHowever, ithe ichallenges 

ifaced iby iNigerian iyouths iin iparticipating iin 

ipolitics iare imultifaceted iand irequire ia 

icomprehensive iapproach ito iaddress, ias ia iresult, 

ithe ineed ifor ithis istudy iis ivery inecessary. 

Additionally, istudies ihave iindicated ithat 

ithe ilack iof ipolitical ieducation iand iawareness 

iamong iyoung ipeople, icoupled iwith ilimited 

iaccess ito iresources iand imentorship, ihinders 

itheir iability ito iengage ieffectively iin ithe 

ipolitical ispherei(Emeziem iet ial., i2021; iOladipo 

i& iAdesina, i2021). iAlso, ithe iprevalence iof 

iviolence, iintimidation, iand ielectoral imalpractices 

iin iNigerian ipolitics icreates ia ihostile 

ienvironment ifor iyouth iinvolvementi(Ibrahim, 

i2019; iAkinyosoye i& iEgbokhare, i2020). iThese 

ifactors icontribute ito ia icycle iof idisenchantment 

iand idisengagement iamong iyoung iNigerians, 

iperpetuating ithe imarginalization iof itheir ivoices 

iin idecision-making iprocessesi(Abdulkabir iet ial., 

i2021; iOkoli i& iNwoye, i2021). iDespite ithis, 

ifew istudies ihave ibeen iconducted ito iaddress 

ipoliticaliparticipation iof iyouths ihave iimpacted 

ion idemocracy iin iNigeria ibetween ithe iperiod iof 

i2015-2022. 

 

1.3 Research iObjectives 
The iaim iof ithis istudy iis ito iinvestigate ipolitical 

iparticipation iof iyouths iand iits iimpact ion 

idemocracy iin iNigeria ibetween i2015-2022. iThe 

ispecific iobjectives iare ito: 

1) Investigate ihow ihas ithe ilevel iof 

ipolitical iparticipation iamong iNigerian iyouths 

ichanged ibetween i2015 iand i2022, iand iwhat 

ifactors ihave iinfluenced ithese ichanges. 

2) To iascertain ithe ichallenges ifaced iby 

iNigerian iyouths iin itheir iefforts ito iengage iin 

ipolitical iparticipation iduring ithe iperiod iof 

i2015-2022. 

3) To iexamine ithe iextent ito iwhich ithe 

iincreased ipolitical iparticipation iof iNigerian 

iyouths icontributed ito ithe idemocratization 

iprocess iin ithe icountry ibetween i2015 iand i2022. 

4) To ifind iout iare ithe ispecific iforms iof 

ipolitical iparticipation ithat iNigerian iyouths ihave 

iengaged iin iduring ithe iperiod iof i2015-2022. 

5) To iassess ihow ihave igovernment 

ipolicies iand iinitiatives iaimed iat ipromoting 

iyouth ipolitical iparticipation iin iNigeria ibetween 

i2015 iand i2022 iaffected ithe ioverall istate iof 

idemocracy iin ithe icountry. 

 

1.4 Research iQuestions 

The ifollowing istudy iquestions iserved ias ithe 

ibasis ifor ithis ianalysis ito idetermine ithe 
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idifficulties iand ibarriers ito iyoung ipeople's 

ipolitical iinvolvement iin iNigerian idemocracy: 

1) How ihas ithe ilevel iof ipolitical 

iparticipation iamong iNigerian iyouths ichanged 

ibetween i2015 iand i2022, iand iwhat ifactors ihave 

iinfluenced ithese ichanges? 

2) What iare ithe ichallenges ifaced iby 

iNigerian iyouths iin itheir iefforts ito iengage iin 

ipolitical iparticipation iduring ithe iperiod iof 

i2015-2022? 

3) To iwhat iextent ihas ithe iincreased 

ipolitical iparticipation iof iNigerian iyouths 

icontributed ito ithe idemocratization iprocess iin 

ithe icountry ibetween i2015 iand i2022? 

4) What iare ithe ispecific iforms iof ipolitical 

iparticipation ithat iNigerian iyouths ihave iengaged 

iin iduring ithe iperiod iof i2015-2022? 

5) How ihave igovernment ipolicies iand 

iinitiatives iaimed iat ipromoting iyouth ipolitical 

iparticipation iin iNigeria ibetween i2015 iand i2022 

iaffected ithe ioverall istate iof idemocracy iin ithe 

icountry? 

 

1.5 Research iPropositions 

1) The ilevel iof ipolitical iparticipation 

iamong iNigerian iyouths ihas ichanged ibetween 

i2015 iand i2022, iinfluenced iby ifactors isuch ias 

ilegislative ireforms, iyouth imovements ilike 

i#EndSARS, iand ithe iNot iToo iYoung ito 

iRuniAct.. 

2) Nigerian iyouths iface ibarriers isuch ias 

ihigh icosts iof iparty inomination iforms, ilimited 

iaccess ito ipolitical ispaces, iand istructural 

idiscomfiture iin ithe ieconomic isystem iwhen 

iattempting ito iengage iin ipolitical iparticipation. 

3) Increased ipolitical iparticipation iof 

iNigerian iyouths ihas icontributed isignificantly ito 

ithe idemocratization iprocess iin iNigeria ibetween 

i2015 iand i2022 iby ichallenging itraditional 

ipower istructures iand iadvocating ifor iinclusive 

igovernance. 

4) Nigerian iyouths ihave iengaged iin 

ivarious iforms iof ipolitical iparticipation isuch ias 

isocial imedia iactivism, iyouth-led imovements, 

iand icontesting ifor ielective ioffices. i i 

5) Government ipolicies iand iinitiatives 

iaimed iat ipromoting iyouth ipolitical iparticipation 

iin iNigeria ibetween i2015 iand i2022 ihave 

iinfluenced ithe ioverall istate iof idemocracy iby 

iopening iup ispaces ifor iyoung ivoices iand 

ichallenging iexisting ipower idynamics. 

 

1.6 Significance iof ithe iStudy 

 The isignificance iof ithis iresearch iwill 

ibe iin imultiple ifolds. iTo ipolicy imakers iand 

igovernment iofficials: ithe istudy ican ihelp idesign 

ieffective ipolicies iand iinitiatives ito ipromote 

iyouth ipolitical iparticipation, ithereby ienhancing 

idemocratic idevelopment iand iinclusion. 

 To inon-governmental iorganizations 

i(NGOs) iand icivil isociety igroups: iThese ientities 

ican iuse ithe istudy's ifindings ito idevelop itargeted 

iprograms iand icampaigns iaimed iat iengaging 

iyouths iin ipolitical iprocesses iand iadvocating ifor 

itheir irights. 

 To iprivate isector iactors: iCorporate 

ientities ican ileverage ithe istudy's iinsights ito 

ifoster ia iconducive ienvironment ifor iyouth 

ipolitical iparticipation, icontributing ito ia imore 

istable iand iprosperous isociety. 

 To ithe ifield iof iknowledge: ithe istudy 

icontributes ito ithe iexisting ibody iof iknowledge 

ion iyouth ipolitical iparticipation iand idemocracy 

iin iNigeria, iproviding ivaluable iinsights iinto ithe 

ievolving inature iof iNigerian idemocracy. iAlso, 

ithe ifindings iwill iform ian iextension ito iwhat 

ihave ibeen ifound iout iby iprevious ischolars ion 

ithis itopic iand isimilar iones ithereby iadding ito 

ithe iexisting iknowledge iin ithe ifield. 

 The istudy iadds ito ithe icurrent ibody iof 

iknowledge iand icontinuous iresearch ion iyouth 

idemocratic iinvolvement, iits iindicators, idrivers, 

imanifestations, iand itrends, ias iwell ias iits 

ipotential iand iinfluence ion iNigerian idemocratic 

iprogress. iThe istudy iassesses ithe iinfluence iof 

iyouth ipolitical iparticipation ion idemocracy iand 

idevelopment iin iNigeria. iFurthermore, ithe istudy 

iadds ito ithe idiscussion iof iavailable 

icharacteristics isuch ias icharacter, ieducational 

ilevel, ifinancial ifeasibility, iand inon-inclusiveness 

ias ibarriers ito iyouth ipolitical iparticipation. iThe 

icontext iand iits ipotential iare ito icontribute ito 

ieconomic, ipolitical, iand isocial idevelopment, ias 

iwell ias ithe igeneration iof iconsciousness iand 

iawakening, ito ipromote ian ielite-driven ipolitical 

ieconomy iand idemocracy-building iefforts, ias 

iwell ias ithe irule iof ilaw, iwhich iintentionally 

iempowers iyouths ito icontribute ito iour 

idemocracies. i 

 The iempirical iinvestigation iof ithis iwork 

ialso itouches ion ianother icontemporary iissue iof 

ithe itwenty-first icentury: ithe iincreasing irole iof 

ithe iInternet iand icommunication itechnologies 

i(I.C.T.) iin ipolitical iprocesses iand itheir ieffect 

ion iyouth iawareness iin iall ispheres iof ilife. iIt 

ialso ioffers iinsights iinto iyouth iICT iuse ipatterns 

iand ihow iICT ican ibe iutilized iby iyoung ipeople 

ias ian iextra iplatform iand itool ifor ipolitical 

iengagement iand ieconomic igain. iIndustrialization 

iand idevelopment ican ialso ibe iused ito imobilize 
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iteenagers ito imake ia imeaningful icontribution, 

idemand, ior isupport ifor ia imore idemocratic 

istate, ias iwitnessed ilately iin ithe iNOT iTOO 

iYOUNG iTO iRUN ilaw iand ithe iEnd iSARS 

iprotest. iThe iadolescents iwho iwield ithis itool 

ihave ithe iknowledge iand iskills irequired iin iour 

ievolving idemocratic isetting. 

 Sociology iand iSocial iWork: iThe istudy 

iexplores isociological iaspects iof iyouth ipolitical 

iparticipation, ioffering ivaluable iinsights iinto ithe 

icomplex irelationships ibetween iyouth, ipolitics, 

iand isocietal ichange. iEconomics iand 

iDevelopment iStudies: iThe istudy's ifindings ican 

iinform ieconomic iand idevelopment ipolicies 

iaimed iat ipromoting iyouth ipolitical iparticipation 

iand iaddressing ithe iroot icauses iof iinequality 

iand imarginalization. 

 Finally, ithe istudy iadvances ischolarly 

idebates ion iyouth ipolitical iparticipation iand 

idemocracy iin iNigeria, iproviding ia isolid 

ifoundation ifor ifuture iresearch iin ithis iarea. 

 

1.7 Scope iof ithe iStudy 

The iscope iof ia istudy idefines ithe irange iof 

iissues ithe iinvestigation iwill icover, itaking iinto 

iconsideration ithe iTime-Boundaryi(the itime 

irange ifor ithe iexamination iof ithe ivariables iand 

ithe ireasons iwhy ithis itime iis ichosen), ithe 

iSpace iBoundary i(the irange iof iareas ioriphysical 

ilimits iof ithe istudy) iand ithe iContent iBoundary 

i(the isubject imatter ito ibe istudied). I iFirstly, 

ithe iyears iof icoverage ifall iwithin ithe iperiod 

ithe iPostgraduate ischolarship iresearch 

iinvestigation iis idone. iThe iresearch iwork iwas 

ilimited iby idiverse ifactors iranging ifrom ithe 

iduration iallotted ifor ithe iprogramme. iCombining 

ithis iinvestigation iwith iour ioffice iand ipersonal 

iengagements, ilogistics iat iour idisposal iwas ia 

iherculean itask idemanding iin ithat iregard. 

Fund ipaucity iwas ianother ichallenge ito ienable 

ius ito icarry iout imore iencompassing iresearch. 

iInaccessible irelevant imaterials iare iclassified 

iinformation ifrom isome iquarters iand isections 

ifrom igovernment idepartments, iagencies, 

idepartments, iand iministries idue ito ithe isecurity 

isituation iin ithe icountry iand ithe ioath iof 

isecrecy. i 

This iresearch ienvelops ithe itenure iof ithe 

idemocratic iadministration iunder iPresident 

iMuhammed iBuhari, igiving ius ian iedge ito imake 

ian iempirical icomparative ianalysis iwith iprevious 

iadministrations iin isome icases iwhere inecessary. 

iLastly, ithis iwill ienable irespondents ito 

iquestionnaires iand iinterviews ito igive ia iclear 

iopinion iof iwhat ithey iknow, ileading ito ithe 

icompletion iof ithe iinquiry iwithin ia idefinite 

iperiod. iThe irange iof iareas iin ithe iscope icovers 

iyouths iwithin ithe iage ibrackets iof i18-35 iyears 

iwithin ithe iFederal iCapital iTerritory iusing ia 

iconvenience isample iselection imethod. iLastly, 

iowing ito iour iinability ito istudy ithe iwhole 

icountry idue ito iinsecurity, ivastness, iand iother 

iconstraints, ia isample isize iwas ichosen ifor ithe 

istudy ias ia irepresentation iof ithe itotal 

ipopulation iof ithe icountry. 

 

1.8 Research iMethods 

This iresearch iemploys isolely iqualitative imethods 

ito iexplore ithe iintricate idynamics iof iyouth 

ipolitical iparticipation iand iits iinfluence ion 

idemocracy iin iNigeria iduring ithe iperiod iof 

i2015 ito i2022. iQualitative idata icollection 

itechniques iinclude isemi-structured iinterviews, 

ifocus igroup idiscussions, iand idocument ianalysis. 

 

1.9 iResearch iDesign 

The iresearch idesign iadopted iis iexploratory iand 

idescriptive, iaiming ito iunderstand ithe idynamics 

iof iyouth ipolitical iparticipation iand iits iinfluence 

ion idemocracy iin iNigeria. iTo iachieve ithis igoal, 

ia iqualitative iapproach iwas ichosen, ifocusing ion 

icollecting idetailed iinformation iabout iindividual 

iexperiences, iperceptions, iand iopinions irelated ito 

ithe itopic iat ihand. iQualitative iresearch imethods 

iare ichosen idue ito itheir icapacity ito idelve 

ideeply iinto ihuman iexperiences, ibehaviors, iand 

iinteractions, iproviding inuanced iand icontextually 

irelevant iinsights ithat imay inot ibe iachievable 

ithrough iquantitative iapproaches ialonei(Islam 

iand iFaraj, i2022). 

 

1.9.1 Selection iof iFields i i i i 

Supporters iof iMajor iPolitical iParties: iIncluding 

imembers iof iPDP iNew iGeneration, iAPC iYouth 

iForum, iNNPP iYouth iMobilisation ifor i2023, 

iand iLabor iParty iYouth iVanguard. iThese 

igroups irepresent ithe icore iconstituencies iof ithe 

irespective ipolitical iparties iand iprovided 

ivaluable iinsights iinto ithe imotivations ibehind 

itheir ichoices iand ithe ieffectiveness iof iyouth 

imobilization istrategies iemployed iby ithe iparties. 

INEC iOfficials: iMembers iof ithe iIndependent 

iNational iElectoral iCommission iplay ia icrucial 

irole iin iconducting ifree, ifair, iand itransparent 

ielections. iBy iinterviewing iINEC istaff, ithe 

iresearchered igather iperspectives ion ithe 

ichallenges ifaced iduring ithe ielection iprocess 

iand iassess ithe iefficacy iof imeasures iaimed iat 

ienhancing iyouth iparticipation. 
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Advocate iYouth iInitiative i(AYI): iAYI icontribute 

isignificantly ito iadvocating ifor igood igovernance 

iand ipromoting icivic iawareness. iEngaging iwith 

iAYI ienabled ithe iresearcher ito ilearn iabout itheir 

iroles iin ifacilitating iyouth ipolitical iparticipation 

iand itheir irecommendations ifor iimproving ithe 

ielectoral ilandscape. 

 

1.10 i iMethod iof iData iCollection 

Secondary idata iwere iobtained ifrom iexisting 

iliterature, ireports, iand iofficial istatistics 

ipublished iby ireputable iagencies ilike ithe 

iNational iBureau iof iStatistics, iIndependent 

iNational iElectoral iCommission, iand ivarious 

iacademic ijournals. 

In icollecting ithe idata iused ifor ithis iresearch, 

ionline ifocus igroup idiscussion iwas iconducted 

ivia iGoogle iMeet. iThe ijustification ifor iusing 

ithis imethod iinstead iof iinterview iwas ithat ithe 

igroup isetting iencourages iparticipants ito ibuild 

iupon ieach iother's iresponses, iexplore idiverse 

iviewpoints, iand igenerate ia iwider irange iof 

iideas iand iinsights. iAlso, idue ithe inature iof ithe 

irespondents ibeing itargeted iwho iwere ilargely 

isourced ifrom idifferent isocial imedia igroups, iit 

imight ibe idifficult ito iarrange iphysical ifocus 

igroup iwith ithem. iThe itarget irespondents 

iincludes ithe iSpokespersons/Chairman iof iyouths 

ifrom ithe ifouri(4) imajor ipolitical iparties iwho 

iparticipated iin iany iform iof ipolitical iactivity iin 

i2015 iand iin ithe ibuild iup ito i2023 iGeneral 

iElections iin iNigeria i(i.e. iPeople iDemocratic 

iParty i(PDP),iAll iProgressive iCongress i(APC), 

iLabour iParty i(LP) iand iNew iNigerian iPolitical 

iParty i(NNPP) iaged i18 ito i35 iyears. iThe istudy 

ialso iincludes iselected iINEC iofficials, iand 

iAdvocate iYouth iInitiative. iThis iis ibroken idown 

ias ifollows: 

 

Table i1: iTargeted iRespondents 

S/N Targeted iSubjects Total iMembers 

i 

Targeted 

iRespondents 

1. PDP iNew iGeneration: 2,185 4 

2. APC iYouth iForum 2,911 4 

3. NNPP iYouth iMobilisation ifor i2003: 945 3 

4. Labour iParty iYouth iVanguard 3,012 4 

5. Independent iNational iElectoral iCommission 

i(INEC) 

500 4 

6. Advocate iYouth iInitiative 480 1 

7. National iYouth iCouncil 411 3 

8. National iOrientation iAgency 510 2 

 Total 10,954 25 

Source: iSocial iMedia iGroups; iINEC iPortal iand iAYI ireport, i2024 

 

1.10.1. Selection iof iRespondents i 

From ithe iabove itargeted irespondents, ipurposive 

isampling iwas iused ito iselect itwentyi(20) 

irespondents ithat ithe iresearcher ibelieved iwill 

iserve ithe ipurpose iof ithis istudy. i iSnowball 

isampling iwas ialso iutilized ito iidentify ithe 

ileaders iof ieach iof ithe ihighlighted iyouth’s 

ipolitical igroups iabove. iPurposive isampling 

iallows iresearchers ito iselect iindividuals ibased 

ion ispecific icriteria, iensuring ithat ithe imost 

iappropriate isubjects iare iincluded iin ithe 

istudyi(Bernard, i2018). iSnowball isampling 

ihelps iexpand ithe ireach iof ithe istudy ibeyond 

ithe ioriginal ipool iof iparticipantsi(Dillman iet 

ial., i2014). 

 

1.11 iMethod iof iData iAnalysis 

The imethod iof idata ianalysis iused iin 

ithis istudy iis ithematic ianalysis. iThematic 

ianalysis iis ia iwidely iused iqualitative iresearch 

imethod ithat iinvolves iidentifying, ianalyzing, 

iand ireporting ipatterns ior ithemes iwithin idata. i 

The iprimary idata icollected ithrough 

ifocus igroup idiscussions iwere itranscribed iand 

iorganized iinto imanageable iunits. iThe 

itranscribed idata iwere iread iseveral itimes ito 

igain ia icomprehensive iunderstanding iof ithe 

icontent iand idevelop ian ioverall iimpression iof 

ithe itopics idiscussed. 

A icoding iframework iwas ideveloped 

ibased ion ithe iresearch iquestions iand 

iobjectives. iThe idata iwere isystematically icoded 

iusing ithe icoding iframework, iwith icodes 

iassigned ito isegments iof itext irather ithan iwhole 

isentences ior iparagraphs. 

 The icoded idata iwere iexamined ito 

iidentify ipatterns iand irelationships ibetween 

icodes. iSimilar icodes iwere igrouped itogether ito 
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icreate isubthemes. iThe ithemes iwere igiven 

iclear inames ithat icaptured ithe iessence iof ithe 

itheme iwithout ioversimplifying iits icomplexity. 

iDefinitions iwere iprovided ito iclarify ithe 

imeaning iof ieach itheme. iQuotations ifrom ithe 

idata iwere iselected ito iillustrate ithe ithemes 

iSufficient icontext iwas iprovided ito ienable 

ireaders ito iappreciate ithe irelevance iof ithe 

iquotes ito ithe ithemes. iThe iinterpretations iwere 

igrounded iin ithe ievidence iprovided iby ithe 

idata. 

 

1.12 Limitations iof ithe iStudy 

 The istudy's ifocus ion ispecific igroups 

iof iyouths iwho isupported imajor ipolitical 

iparties iand ikey istakeholders ilike iINEC 

iofficials iand iCivil iSociety iOrganizations imay 

iintroduce isampling ibias. iThe iperspectives iof 

iother iyouth idemographics ior iindividuals inot 

iaffiliated iwith ithese igroups imay inot ibe ifully 

irepresented. 

The ifindings iof ithis istudy imay ibe 

icontext-specific ito ithe iNigerian ipolitical 

ilandscape iduring ithe i2015 iGeneral iElections 

iand iin ithe ibuild iup ito i2023 igeneral ielections. 

iExtrapolating ithese ifindings ito iother itime 

iperiods ior ipolitical icontexts ishould ibe idone 

icautiously. 

Thematic ianalysis, iwhile ia irobust iqualitative 

imethod, iis isubject ito iresearcher iinterpretation. 

iDifferent iresearchers imay iidentify iand iinterpret 

ithemes idifferently, ipotentially iinfluencing ithe 

iresults. 

Participants imay iprovide iresponses ithat ialign 

iwith isocietal iexpectations ior iperceived inorms, 

ileading ito isocial idesirability ibias. iThis icould 

iimpact ithe iaccuracy iof ithe idata icollected. 

 

1.13 Organization iof ithe iStudy i 

This ithesis iis isegmented iinto isixi(6) ichapters. 

Chapter iOne iprovides ithe ibackground ito ithe 

istudy, istatement iof ithe iresearch iproblem, 

istating ithe iresearch iquestions, iobjectives, 

ihypotheses/propositions, isignificance iof 

itheistudy, iscope iof ithe istudy, iorganization iof 

ithe istudy iproblems, ilimitations, iand 

ijustification iand ithe iresearch imethodology. i 

Chapter iTwo iexplores iand ianalyzes ithe 

iavailable istudies iand imaterial ioffered iin-depth 

ito iexamine ithe iliterature ireview iand 

itheoretical iframework ifor ithe iresearch. iThe 

inotion iof idemocracy icomprises inumerous 

ischolarly iinterpretations iof ithe iterm 

idemocracy, idefines iits iessential idrivers, iand 

iexplores ithe iindicators iutilized iso ifar iby 

ivarious ischolars iregarding iDemocracy, iyouths, 

iand ipolitical iinvolvement—an iassessment iof 

idemocracy iand iyouth iparticipation. i iThe 

irelationship ibetween iboth ivariables iwas 

iconsidered iin idiscussing ithe ideterminants iof 

iyouth ipolitical iinvolvement: ia icritique ior 

ifurther ijustification iof ithese ischolars’ iinput ion 

ithe iconcept iunder istudy. iIn isummary, ithis 

ichapter iexamines iclosely ithe iconcepts iof 

iyouth, ipolitical iparticipation, iand idemocracy. iIt 

itakes ia itheoretical istand iupon iwhich 

idiscussions iare ihinged iand itheir irelation iand 

irole iin idemocratic igovernance iand 

idevelopment. i i 

Chapter iThree iprovides ian ioverview ifor ithe 

iresearcher ito idiscuss iin idetail ithe ihistorical 

iand/or ithematic ibackground ito ithe ikey isubject 

imatter iof ithe istudy, iYouth ipolitical 

iinvolvement, iand iits ihistorical ioverview. iThe 

icontext ifor ianalysis iof iyouth ipolitical 

iinvolvement iand iits ieffect ion idemocracy, 

iyouth ipolitical iinvolvement iratio, iand iits 

ichallenges iand iopportunities iin ithe ifuture ifor 

ithe icountry iat ilarge. iHistorical idevelopment iof 

ithe ikey ivariables iin ithe iinvestigation. i 

Chapter iFour: iTo icomplement iand ifurther 

iexpand ischolarly iknowledge ion idemocracy iand 

iyouth ipolitical iinvolvement iin iNigeria, ithis 

ichapter idiscusses ithe imajor iIssues iand 

ichallenges iwith iyouth iparticipation iin 

iDemocratic iprocesses iand ipolitics,ianalyzes iand 

iestablishes iconcrete ifacts iaround ithe 

iindependent ivariable iwhich iconstitute ithe ikey 

isubject ito ibe idiscussed iin ithis ichapter. iWith 

ithe iaid iof icredible iand ireliable idata, ithe ikey 

iissues iof ithe istudy iwas ibe ithoroughly 

iexamined, ianalyzed, iand iestablished. i 

Chapter iFive: iThis ichapter iexamines ithe 

ivariables' icontributions/effects/implications, ithe 

idependent iand iindependent ivariables. iThe 

iresearchers iaggregate ithe icurrent istate iof ithe 

idependent ivariable iand iexamine ithe icause-

effect irelationships ibetween ithe ivariables, 

iconsidering ikey iissues iraised iin ithe iresearch 

iquestions. iIn iaddition, ithis ichapter ifocuses ion 

iprospects iand ithe iconditions ito iimprove ithe 

irelationship ibetween ithe iindependent iand 

idependent ivariables. iTherefore, ithe iresearcher 

ishould ialso idiscuss ithe iprospects iby 

iexamining ithe iinclining iconditions ifor 

iimproving ithe irelationships ibetween ithe 

ivariables. iAlso, ithe iprospect ilooks iat ithe 

imeans iby iwhich ithe istudy's iobjectives iare 

isystematically imet ito iovercome ithe iidentified 

ichallenges iand imake ideductions. i 
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Chapter iSix iprovides ithe isummary, ifindings, 

iconclusion, iand irecommendations i 

II. LITERATURE iREVIEW iAND 

iTHEORETICAL iFRAMEWORK 
2.1 i Introduction i 

This ichapter icentres ion ivarious 

iconceptual iviews ifrom ischolars ion ithe ikey 

ivariables iunder istudy iwith ia iview ito isupport, 

icritique, ior iidentify iareas iit imay ibe ilacking iin 

iepistemological ianalysis. iAlso, ithe ireview iof 

ivarious irelated iliterature iwas idone imainly ion 

ithe ikey ivariables iof iyouth ipolitical 

iparticipation iand idemocratic igovernance ito 

igive ia irich iinsight iinto ithe iunderstanding iof 

ithe iterms iand itheir irelationships. 

 i In i1985, ithe iUnited iNations iGeneral 

iAssembly iemphasized ithe icrucial irole 

iyoungsters iplay iglobally iand iurged 

iinternational iyouth iparticipation iin idevelopment 

iand ipeace. iIt iis iworth inoting ithat ithe 

iassembly iapproved irules ifor ifuture iplanning 

iand iproper ifollow-up iin ithe ifield iof iyouth, 

iwhich iis iunique ifor itheir iemphasis ion iyoung 

ipeople ias ia ibroad icategory icomprised iof 

ivarious isub-groups irather ithan ia isingle 

idemographic ientityi(Udeh, i2008). iThis iheavily 

iplaces ithe igrowth iand idevelopment iof iany 

ination ion ithe ipolitical iparticipation, 

iempowerment, iinvolvement, iand icoordination 

iof iyouths itowards igainful iendeavors; ithus, 

imaximally iutilizing ipositive ienergy, ithey iwill 

ibe ichanneled iinto iharmful ivices iand 

icriminalities iwe isee ievolving iin imost 

ideveloping icountries. I 

 

2.2 Concept iof iYouth 
Like imany isocial iscience ilexicons, ithe 

iconcept iof iyouth ihas ibeen ione iof idebate iand 

ivarious iinterpretations iwithout ia iuniversally 

iacceptable idefinition iowing ito iitsivariations 

ibased ion igeographical, ipolitical, ior ieconomic 

ifeatures. iAccording ito iAtui(2018), iAccording 

ito iWikipedia, iyouth iis ithe iperiod ibetween 

ichildhood iand iadulthood iwhen ione iis iyoung 

i(maturity). 

According ito ithe iOxford iAdvanced 

iLearner iDictionary, ithe iyouth iare ia igroup iof 

iyouthful, ivivacious ipeople iwith imuch ienergy 

iand ia ipassion ifor igetting ithings idonei(Oxford, 

i2015). iAccording ito iCarlisle's iinterpretation iof 

ithis iconcept, iyouth, imore ithan iany iother 

ipopulation igroup iin iany icivilization, ihas ithe 

inecessary itraits ito ipromote ithat isociety's 

igrowth ibecause iof itheir ivigor, iintelligence, 

iand italentsi(Carlisle, i2015). iIt iis ialso isaid ito 

ihave ithe iaspect, ivitality, ivigor, iand iexcitement 

iof ia iyoung iindividual. iYouth iis ineither 

idefined ias ia iperiod iof itime ithat ifalls iinto ione 

iof ithe idesignated iage icategories, inor ican ithe 

iend iof iyouth ibe ilinked ito iany ispecific iset iof 

iactivities, ilike iengaging iin isexual iexperiences 

iwithout iconsent. iAs ia iresult, ithe iprecise 

idefinition iof ithe iage irange ivaries. iIt iis ia 

isituation ithat ican ipotentially iinfluence 

isomeone's ilevel iof idependency, iwhich ican ibe 

iexpressed iin inumerous iways idepending ion 

icultural iperceptionsi(Atu, i2018). i 

Every ination ihas ia idifferent idefinition 

iof iyouth. iThe iNigeria iNational iYouth iPolicy 

iand iPlan iof iAction i(NYPPA) iposits ithat ia 

icountry idefines iits iyouth irelative ito ithe 

iprevailing iobjective iconditions iand 

irealitiesi(Babawale, i2011). iHere iin iNigeria, 

iyouth iinclude iall imembers iof ithe iFederal 

iRepublic iaged i18-35. iThis iage ibracket iforms 

ithe ibasis ifor iour ianalysis isince iour icase istudy 

ilies iwithin ithe iFederal iRepublic iof iNigeria. 

iThe iperiod ibetween ichildhood iand iadulthood 

iis igenerally ireferred ito ias ithe iyoung iage 

iduring iwhich ia iperson iprepares ihim/herself ifor 

iresponsible iadulthood. iIt iis ithe itime ileading 

iupito ithe itransition ifrom ia ikid idependent ion 

itheir ifamily ito ian iautonomous iadult iwho 

ieventually ibecomes ia icontributing imember iof 

isociety.i(Nigerian iNational iYouth iPolicy, i2001) 

The ipolitical, ieconomic, isocial, iand 

ireligious idivisions iof ithe itime iand ilocation, ias 

iwell ias ithe ipeople iwho idefine ithem, iimpact 

iand idetermine ihow iyoung iare idefined. 

iAccordingly, ithe iyoungster iis icharacterized ias 

i"regardless iof iage, iunder idiverse iconditions, 

iand iwith ilittle ihope ifor ifuture iimprovement." 

iThese idiverse iperspectives iprobably iexplain 

iwhy, ieven iin ithe iNigerian icontext, ithe ithree 

imajor iofficial idocuments ion iyouths idefine ithe 

iage iof iyouths idifferently. iThose ibetween ithe 

iages iof i15 iand i35 iare iconsidered iyouth 

iaccording ito ithe iNigerian iNational iyoung 

iPolicy i(NYP). iThe iNational iYouth iService 

iCorps ischeme i(NYSC) idefines iyouth ias 

ianybody ibelow i30, iexcluding ianybody iabove 

ithat iage ifrom iparticipating iin ithe imandatory 

iNational iYouth iService iCorp. iSpecifically, 

isection i2(2) iof ithe iNYSC iAct, iCap. i84, iLaws 

iof ithe iFederation iof iNigeriai(2004) iprovides 

ithat: i“If ia iperson iis iover ithe iage iof ithirty, 

ihe/she iis iineligible ito iserve iin ithe i[Nigerian 

iYouth] iService iCorps." 

According ito ithe iUnited iNations i(UN) 

iConvention ion ithe iRights iof ithe iChild, ia 
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iperson iis iconsidered ia i"youth" iif ithey iare 

ibetween ithe iages iof i18 iand i24. iThe 

iCommonwealth, ito iwhich iNigeria ibelongs, iput 

ithe iupper iage ilimit iof iyouth iat i29 iyears. iIn 

ipractice, ithe iconcept iof iyouth iis ivery 

inebulous ito ihave ia irigid idefinition. i iAlthough 

ithe iAfrican iYouth iCharter iconsiders iyouth ior 

iyoung ipeople ito iinclude ievery iperson iliving 

ibetween ithe iages iof i15 iand i35 iyearsi( iJega, 

i2017), ithe iUnited iNations i(UN) 

idefinesi‘youth’ ias ipersons ibetween ithe iages iof 

i15 iand i24. iThe iUN iobserves ithat ipeople iin 

ithis iage ibracket imake iup iapproximately i18 

ipercent iof ithe iworld ipopulation, iand ithe 

ipresent igeneration iof iyouth iconstitutes ithe 

ilargest iever iin ithe ihistory iof iyouth. iThe ibest 

iway ito icharacterize iit iis ias ia idevelopmental 

istage ithat itransitions ifrom ireliance iin 

ichildhood ito iindependence iand ithe irealization 

iof iour iinterdependence iin imaturity. iAccording 

ito ithe iUnited iNations iEducational, iScientific, 

iand iCultural iOrganization i(UNESCO), ia 

iUnited iNations iorganization, ias imembers iof 

ithe icommunity. iThe 38.1 

 

Table i1: iYouth iAge iacross ithe iGlobe 

Organization/Country i Act i Youth iAge 

United iNations UNESCO Youth 15-24 

Commonwealth Commonwealth(2013) 15-29 

China UNFPA China 15-29 

India National iYouth iPolicy iof iIndia i(2014) 15-29 

Singapore National iYouth iCouncil iSingapore 15-35 

Indonesia The iYouth iLaw iof iIndonesia i(2009) 16-30 

Thailand National iYouth iDevelopment iPolicy i(1997) 18-25 

Malaysia National iYouth iDevelopment iPolicy i(1997) 15-40 

Uganda National iYouth iCouncil iStatue i(1993) 18-30 

Tanzania   

South iAfrica National iYouth iPolicy iof iSouth iAfrica i(2009 

i– i2014) 

14-35 

Nigeria Nigerian iNational iYouth iPolicy 18-35 

Source: iCompiled iby ithe iAuthor 

ieveryone iis itreated iequally iunder ithe ilaw. 

  

Despite ithe idifferences iin ithese iopinions, iit iis 

igenerally iaccepted ithat iyouth isymbolizes ithe 

itransition ifrom ichildhood ito iadulthood ion ithe 

iphysical, ipsychological, iand isocial ilevels. 

iAccording ito ithis idescription, inumerous 

igovernment iinitiatives itake iintoipeople iaged i13 

ito i25 iyears ioldi(Wyn i& iWhite, i1997). 

iHowever, ithis imight ibe itrue iin isome 

ideveloped iclimes, ibut inot iso iin isub-Saharan 

iAfrica ias ithe iyouth ior iyoung ipeople iare 

idefined ias i"any ihuman ibeing ialive iand iliving 

ibetween ithe iages iof i15 iand i30 iyears" iby 

ipan-African iYouth iChatteri(2006). iThis iis 

iconsistent iwith iEnglish ipractice, iwhich 

icategorizes iyouth ias ioccurring ibetween ithe 

iages iof i15 iand i30i(Wokocha, i2002). iShowing 

ihow ifluid ithe iboundaries ithat icapture ithe 

iyouth ibracket ican ibe, ialthough iwe iperceive 

ithis icontention iin ithe itransient inature iof 

iyouthfulness. i 

 Shishima icorrectly igrasped ithis ias 

iwell. iThe imost iincredible iresource iany 

icountry ican ihave iis iits iyouth. iThey iare inot 

ionly iappropriately iconsidered ipotential ileaders, 

ibut ithey ialso irepresent ithe imost isignificant 

iinvestment, ihuman icapital, iin ithe igrowth iof ia 

ination. iThis iexplains iwhy iyouth imake iup ia 

isignificant iportion iof ievery isocial igroup. iIn 

iactuality, itheir isignificance ifor ievery isociety's 

iorigin, imaintenance, iand igrowth iis ihistorically 

iand iculturally ianchored. iAlmost ino icivilization 

ihas iever iexisted iwithout ithe iessential 

icontribution iof iyoung ipeople. iNot ieven 

iNigeria iwas ian iexception. iIts iyouth, ithe iearly 

inationalists, imade iaggressive iefforts idirected 

itowards iachieving ithese iaims, iwhich iled ito iits 

iemancipation ifrom ithe iapron istring iof 

icolonialismi(Olusanya, i1980). iThey iare ia 

iuseful iindicator iof ia ination's icapacity ifor iself-

sufficiency iand ireproduction. iTheir ilevel iof 

ivitality, imoral ibehavior, iand isocial iduties iare 

ifavorably iconnected iwith itheir ination's 

iprogress. iIt icomes iwith iso imuch ienergy, 

iexploits, iand ivigor ithat iit irepresents, iin imost 

icases, ithe iprime iof ione’s iexistence, iand iso 
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imany igladly iwill iwant ito istay iyouthful ias iit 

iwere.i(Shishima iS.D). 

Chapter i4 iof ithe i1999 iConstitution iof 

ithe iFederal iRepublic iof iNigeria ilays iout ithe 

irights, iobligations, iand iduties iof iyouth iin 

iNigeria. i42 iThey iare icovered iby ithe 

iUniversal iDeclaration iof iHuman iRights, ithe 

iAfrican iCharter ion iHuman iand iPeoples' 

iRights, iand ithe ifundamental ihuman irights iof 

iNigerian ipeople. iNigeria iis iparty ito iseveral 

iinternational icharters, itreaties, iand iconventions 

iin iaddition ito ithe i1999 iConstitution iwhich 

iguarantee iall ithe irights ithat iapply ito iyouths. 

iThe ifundamental irights iof iyouth, ias ispecified 

iin ithe iconstitution, imust ibe iensured iby ithe 

iNigerian istate ithrough iits iadministration. iDue 

ito iuniqueness, isocial, ieconomic, iand iclass 

idefinitions iof iwhat iconstitutes iyouth ihave 

ibeen ideveloped iin iNigeria. iThese idefinitions 

idefine iyouth ias ia imental istate iand, ias ia 

iresult, imay iadmit iindividuals iup ito iand 

iincluding ithe iage iof i40. iEconomically, ithe 

iaverage iyoung iperson iin iNigeria iexperiences 

ieconomic iindependence imuch ilater ithan iis 

itypical idue ito iunemployment ior iempowerment, 

iwhich iprevents ithem ifrom ileaving ithe irealm 

iof iyouth iuntil ifar iafter iage i30i(Isa i& iVambe, 

i2013). 

Both irecent iand ihistorical iantecedents 

iin ithe iyouth's isociopolitical ipast ihave ian 

iimpact ion itheir ipolitical iparticipation. iScholars 

icontinue ito iexamine iwhether iand iif ithere iare 

ivariations iin ithe idesire ifor ipolitical 

iparticipation iin idifferent icontexts. iIf iso, iwhat 

idistinctions ibetween ithose iwith iless ieducation, 

ithose iwho ibelong ito iethnic iminorities, ithose 

iwho ihave ilower isocioeconomic ipositions, iand 

ithose iwho iare iyounger i(youth) iand itheir 

icounterparts ihave irestrained ior istretched 

ielectoral, icommunal, iand ipro-activist 

iactivities?i(Dalton, i2014, iLeighley iand iNagler, 

i2013). 

Scholars ihave icontinually iargued ithat 

ithe ipolitical iparticipation iof iyouths iin 

icontemporary ipolitics iin imost idemocracies iis 

ifaced iwith icontradictions. iOn ithe ione ihand, 

isome ibelieve ithat imuch ifewer iyouths iare 

igetting iinvolved iin ipolitics iand ipresent 

iempirical idata ito isubstantiate itheir iclaims, 

isuch ias iyouths ibeing ithe ileast ilikely ito ivote 

iin igeneral imunicipal ior ivarious ielections. iOn 

ithe iother ihand, iyouth iparticipation iin ipolitics 

iforms ia inew ioptimistic iparadigm ias iit iis ia 

inew iform iof ipolitical iparticipationi(Weiss, 

i2020). iFurthermore, ithe iattitudes iabove ior 

iopinions iraise iconcerns iregarding ithe irole iof 

iyouth iin idemocracies. iThe itwo iperspectives 

idescribed iare ithe idifferent iends iof ia 

iconsiderably imore isophisticated iline iof 

iresearch ion ithis itopic. iAlthough iresearch iin 

ithis ifield ican ibe iperplexing, iit iis iobvious ithat 

ia icomprehensive ipicture iof iboth ithe iextent 

iand imechanisms iof iyoung ipolitical 

iparticipation iin idemocracies iis iinadequate, iand 

iurgent iattention iis irequiredi(Weiss, i2020). 

iThey iargued ithat ithe idrop iin ithe inumber iof 

iyouths iregistering iand ijoining ipolitical iparties 

iis igenerally ilow, ishowing iless iinterestiin 

ipolitical iparticipation. 

Younger ipeople iare inow igiven imore 

iattention iwith iregard ito ithe ieffects iof 

iglobalization, icivic ieducation, iand ionline iand 

iother isocial imedia iplatforms ion itheir 

iparticipation iin ielectoral, isocial, icommunal, ior 

iprotest iactions ithat, imore ioften ithan inot, ilead 

ito ipolitical iparticipationi(Dalton, i2009; iMilner, 

i2010). iThis ihas iconsiderably ipiqued iour 

iinterest iin istudying iyoung ipeople's ipolitical 

iengagement iand idemocratic igovernment iin 

iNigeria. 

 

2.3 Concept iof iPolitical iParticipation 

Another icontroversial iidea iin ithe iliterature iis 

ipolitical iparticipation ior iengagement. iThe 

istudy iof ipolitical iparticipation ior iengagement 

ihas icome ia ilong iway iin ithe ilast iseveral 

idecades. iAlthough ithe icontributions iof iother 

idisciplines ihave ibroadened iour iunderstanding 

iof ithe ifield, iit iis iless ievident iwhat ithe 

ifundamental imeanings iand iunderlying 

iassumptions iof ithe iphrase i"political 

iparticipation" iare. iBelow, iwe iwill ireview 

isome ischolarly iinterpretations iin ithis iregard. 

iCitizens' iengagement iin ithe ipolitical iprocess iis 

iknown ias ipolitical iparticipation iin ichoosing 

isimilar iobjectives ifor ithe icommunity iand ithe 

imost ieffective imeans iof iaccomplishing ithem. i 

iAccording ito iAkamarei(2003), ipolitical 

iinvolvement iis ia ifacet iof ipolitical ibehaviour 

ithat ifocuses ion ihow iindividuals iinteract iwith 

ipolitics. iThis ivoluntary iaction imight ibe itaken 

idirectly ior iindirectly. i 

According ito iVerba iand iNie, ipolitical 

iengagement ialso iincludes i"those iindividual 

iprivate ibehaviours ithat iare imore ior iless 

idirectly idirected iat iinfluencing ithe ichoice iof 

igovernmental ipersons iand/or ithe iactivities ithey 

ido"i(Verba i& iNie, i1972, ip. i2). iVan 

iDethi(2014) iuses ia ivariety iof icharacteristics ito 

icharacterize ithe iidea. iIt iis ian iactivity ithat 
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imeets ithe ifollowing icriteria: i1) iIt iqualifies ias 

ian iactivity iif iit imeets ithe ifollowing icriteria: 

i2) iIt iis ivoluntary, inot irequired iby ilaw ior ithe 

iruling iclass, i3) iIt irelates ito iindividuals iin 

itheir iposition ias iamateurs ior inon-professionals, 

iand i4) iIt ihas isomething ito ido iwith ithe istate, 

ipolitics, ior igovernment. 

 i i i iNumerous isurveys iconducted iin iNigeria 

iindicate ithat ieven iyoung ipeople iare idistrustful 

iof ithe igovernment iand ipolitical ileaders ipartly 

ibecause ithey ilack iknowledge iabout ihow 

ipolitics ioperates iand ihow ito iparticipate iin iit. 

iAs ia iresult, ithere iare ifeweriopportunities ito 

iparticipate iin iparty ipolitics, ialliances, iand 

iother idesignated iparty-political 

igroupsi(Blanchet-Cohen, iManolson, i& iShaw, 

i2014; iCorvalan i& iCox, i2013). iParticipating iin 

ivarious ilevels iof imainstream ipolitical iactivity 

iis itypically iconsidered ia iquantitative 

istudyi(Vromen, i2003, i2007; iLandwehr, i2014; 

iNicholls, i2013). 

According ito iFarthingi(2012), iyouth ipolitical 

iengagement icould imanifest iitself iin ithe 

ifollowing iways: iParticipation ias ia ipractice 

ibased ion irights; iYouth iparticipation ias ia 

imeans iof iempowering ithem; iYouth 

iparticipation ias ia iguarantee iof ieffectiveness iin 

iservices; iand iYouth iparticipation ias ia itool ifor 

itheir igrowth. iIn iaddition ito ithe itraditional 

imethods iof ipolitical iparticipation ilike ivoting 

iand icampaigning, iholding ia imembership icard 

iof ia ipolitical iparty, iperforming ivoluntary 

iwork, iand itaking ipart iin icivic iresponsibility, 

idemonstrations, iand icommunity 

iparticipationi(Galsyan, i2019), inew iforms iof 

iparticipation ihave ibeen idocumented iin ithe 

iliterature i(Pleyers i& iKarbach, i2014). iThey 

iinclude: 

A.  itype iof iprotest icalled ihacking iand 

idistributed idenial iof iservice i(DDOS) iattacks 

iaims ito ibring idown ionline iservers iand ilimit 

iaccess ito iinternet iservices. 

B. Slacktivism iand iclicktivism: iThese 

irefer ito ia itype iof iprotest icalled ihacking iand 

idistributed idenial iof iservice i(DDOS) iattacks 

iaims ito ibring idown ionline iservers iand ilimit 

iaccess ito iinternet iservices. 

C. Slacktivism iand iclicktivism: iThese 

irefer ito. iCalls ito iclick ion icertain iURLs ito 

ibolster ia iparticular iclaim iare iknown ias 

iclicktivism iand islacktivism. iHowever, iit imight 

ioccasionally ibe ivoluntary. iOnline icampaigning: 

iThe iuse iof isocial inetworks ito ilaunch ia icause 

iand ibuild ia ifollowing iis igrowing iin 

ipopularity. 

D. Crowdsourcing iand icrowdfunding: iThis 

imethod isolicits iideas, icomments, iproject 

idesigns, iand ifinancial iassistance ifrom ithe 

i"crowd." i 

E. Liquid idemocracy iand ifeedback: iThis 

inew itechnology ienables iusers ito idecide ias ia 

igroup iby igiving ieveryone ithe iopportunity ito 

icast ia iballot iand i"democratically" iselect ia 

irepresentative iand i 

F. Bar iCamp: iThis iis ian ionline 

iconference isystem iwhere iparticipants idesign 

ithe iprogramme iand iits isessionsi(Players iand 

iKarbach, i2014). iThe iabove iis ievidence ithat 

ithe iconcept iof iyouth ipolitical iparticipation iis 

ievolving iand iis, itherefore, iworthy iof 

icontinued iresearch iand ipolicymaking. i i 

i(Akinyetun, i2021). 

The icontradiction iimplied ithat iyoung ipeople 

iare iengaged iin inew itechniques iof 

ipolicymaking iand iconception, inot ithat ithey iare 

iapolitical. iThis istudy isupported iNorris's 

iprevious iideas ion ipolitical iparticipation, iwhich 

iclaimed ithat iparty ipolitics iare irestructured 

ithrough ichanges ito ithe iorganization's 

imembership icriteria iand icollecting 

imembersi(Norris, i2003). iNorris ilooked iat 

itechniques iof iparty-politics imembership 

idiversification ito iaddress ithe iage irange iusing 

ination isociological ianalysisi(Norris, i2003). 

iAccording ito iNorris, ilowering iyouth 

iinvolvement iin iparty ipolitics ito imore iroutine 

iachievements idoes inot ishow imore iremarkable 

iindifference itoward inon-participation ibut irather 

ian iirrational iadjustment ito ithe inature iof iparty 

ipolitics iand imembership. 

According ito iNorris' ihypothesis ifrom i2003, ithe 

iyoung iare ione iage igroup ithat iis imoving iaway 

ifrom iconformist ipolitics iof iallegiances ito 

iorganizations iand itowardi"principles iof ipolitics 

iand ichoice." iConcerning ithis istudy, iNorris' 

itheory iprovided ithree irecommendations, 

istarting iwith: 

1) The ipragmatic iresearch iof ihow iyoung 

ipeople iview iparty ipolitics, ias iwell ias ithe 

iforms iof iparticipatory iperformances iin iwhich 

ithey iare iinvolved; i 

2) The iargument iis ithat ithe irole iof 

igovernment ihas ichanged ias icitizens ishift iaway 

ifrom ipolitical iinvolvement iand itoward 

imainstream, iself-contained, iand icharity ipursuits 

iand i 

3) As icitizens iget imore iinterested iin 

iconsumerism, ithere iis iless iof ia iseparation 

ibetween iparty ipolitics iand isocial 

iperformancesi(Norris, i2003). 
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Each iperson ihas ia idifferent ilevel iof 

iinvolvement iin ithe ipolitical isystem. 

iFaladei(2008) iclassified ipolitical iparticipants 

iinto isix icategories. iWhich iare: 

A. People iwho idon't iparticipate iin ipolitics 

iare iconsidered iinactive. 

B. Voting iexperts iare ithe ipersons iwho 

ionly ibecome ienthusiastically iinvolved iin 

ivoting. iThey ionly icare iabout ivoting iand iare 

iunconcerned iwith iother ipolitical iactivity. 

C. Parochial iparticipants: ithese ipeople 

ioccasionally iengage iin ipolitics. iOnly iwhen iit 

iimpacts itheir iown iinterests, ido ipeople ivote ior 

iparticipate iin iother ipolitical iactivities. 

D. The icommunalist: iThese iindividuals 

iparticipate iin icommunity iaffairs, iincluding 

ivoting iregularly, ibut ido inot iengage iin 

ipolitical icampaigning. 

E. The icampaigners: iThey itake ipart iin 

ipolitical icampaigns, ibut ithey idon't icare iabout 

iother iregional ior ilocal iproblems. 

F. Complete iactivists: iThey iare ivery 

iactive iin iall iaspects iof ipolitics. iThey iinteract 

iwith ielected iauthorities iand iactively iparticipate 

iin ivoting, ipolitical icampaigns, iand icommunity 

ievents. iThe iindividual's icultural, ieconomic, 

ipolitical, ireligious, iand ieducational iorigins iare 

iamong ithe ifactors iinfluencing ipolitical 

iengagement iare iorigins. iCitizens' ipolitical 

iconsciousness iand ifaith iin ithe ipolitical isystem 

iboth ihave ian iimpact ion ihow iinvolved ithey 

iare iin ithe ipolitical iprocess. i 

Young ipeople iare iinterested iin imore isignificant 

iconcerns iabout itheir ilocality, ination, iand 

iinternational iexperiencesi(Nicholls, i2013; 

iMaxim i& iLenta, i2014; iGalliott, i2015). 

iAdditionally, istudies ifrequently idiscount ithe 

ifactors ithat ispark iyoung ipeople's iinterest iin 

itopics iand ithe itypes iof iengagement ithey itake 

ipart iini(Catlaw i& iTreisman, i2014). iThe iwriter 

iposited ithree iexplanations iof ipolitics iin iour 

idaily iendeavors. 

The iQualities iof iIndependent iand iResponsible 

iCitizens iThe isituation iin iNigeria ihas ibeen 

imade ipossible iby iempirical iresearch, iand 

iautonomous icitizens iare icongregating iwith 

iconnections ito ipersonal ipolitical iinterest iand 

iconnection iwith ithe iinformal iconcern iof 

ifamilies, ifriendship, iassociate iunions, ilifestyle, 

iand iidentityi(Catlaw i& iTreisman, i2014). 

Autonomous icitizens iparticipate iin iongoing 

istruggles ion ia ilocal, inational, iand iinternational 

iscale iand iaddress ithe imore ienormous 

iimplications iof iindividual iactions, isuch ias 

ideclining ito iparticipate iin icommunity ivolunteer 

iwork iand ipromoting ia idiscussion ithrough ie-

activities iand ipropagandai(Bennett, i2014). 

He ibelieves ithat ibecause iit iis iprimarily iissue-

focused, iautonomous ipeople iare ioblivious ito 

ithe ivalues iof iresponsible icitizenshipi(Bennett, 

i2014). iPolitical iEngagement ias ia iProject-Based 

iProcess iAlthough iBang ioffers ia isomewhat 

idifferent iexplanation, ihis inarrative iis isimilar ito 

iBennett's iintroduction ito iexpert icitizenship. iIn 

ithe isame ivein, iBangi(2005) ipresented iit ias ia 

iresponse ito inetwork ior isystem igovernance 

iprocedures, ia ifeature iof iold imodernity. iThe 

ideliberate iconstruction iof iparticipation ithat 

isubstitutes itraditional iunited iand iantagonistic 

iinteraction iis icritical ito iBang's inotions iof 

iexpert icitizenshipi(Bang, i2010). iHe iviews ithe 

idiscussions ias: 

i) Politics iis ibecoming imore iand imore 

iintimate iand iintrospective. 

ii) Political inetworks iare iincreasingly 

ipromoting icivic iengagement irather ithan 

iplacing ithemselves iagainst ihierarchies. 

iii) From ia iseated iperspective, iinteraction 

iis istructured iaround ithe ioptions iof iengagement 

iand idisengagement. 

iv) Preferences iand iawareness iof 

irequirements iwork itogether ito ipromote 

iparticipation iawareness, iand ithe ifundamentals 

iof ipersonal idependability iand isecurity iare ithe 

imost iimportant ifactors iin iparty ipoliticsi(Bang, 

i2010). i 

In icontrast ito iBennett's iAutonomous 

icitizenship iis icharacterized iby iits 

iorganizational istructure iand idecision-making 

ibased ion iindividual ichoices iand imatters ithat 

iare iboth isocially iand ipersonally imeaningful. 

iExpert icitizenship iis iregarded ias ian iongoing 

iframework ifor inetwork igovernance. 

iAdditionally, iBang's iargument ifocuses ion ithe 

ibenefits iof iknowledgeable icitizenry iand ithe 

iinterplay iof idifferent inew ipolitical iparty 

iidentities,isuch ias ithe iEveryday iMaker. iThe 

iEveryday iMaker iis ipurpose-driven, iand 

ipolitically imotivated, ibut ithe iprocess iof 

iconnectedness ibrings icivic ievents iinto iorder. iIt 

iis iproject-focused iand inot ifocused ion 

icollective iachievements, isuch ias ia isocial 

imovement ifavoring iindividuals ior ismall-party 

ipoliticsi(Bang, i2010). iInstead iof icreating inew 

iopportunities ifor ithe iexisting ipolitical 

iprocedures, ithe ipotentials iof iyoung ipeople 

iengagement ior ipolitical iinvolvement iis 

iobserved ivia ieveryday iactivities ias ithey iseek 

ito imake ia idifference ior iaffect ichange. 
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iEveryday iMakers iparticipate iin iactivities ilike 

iconventions iand ideveloping ievent ischedules. 

According ito ia isurvey, iyoung ipeople iin 

iNigeria iand iaround iAfrica iare iactive iin 

ivarious iunion- iand iindividual-based istructures 

iof iinvolvement. iIt idisplays ibehaviours ithat 

imay ibe iassociated iwith isocial igroups, ilike 

icreating ior isigning ipetitions iand iattending 

idemonstrations iand ieventsi(Anyanwu i& 

iReuben, i2016; iMenzies, i2015; iHenderson, 

in.d.). iTraditional ivolunteerismi(Brown, i2015; 

iDoorenspleet, i2012), iinformal iengagement 

idiscussions i(Cairney, i2015), iand icomparative 

inew istructures iof ideliberation, ias iwell ias 

icommunitarian iaction, iare iall iactivities irelated 

ito ihuman idevelopment i(Landwehr, 

i2014).i(Miles, i2015; iVromen, i2008). iStudies 

ion ihuman idevelopment ifor iparticipation iserve 

ias ithe ifoundation ifor iunderstanding 

iparticulariengagement istructures isince isome 

iteenagers ibenefit ifrom ithe iability iof ihuman 

idevelopment ion iengagement. i 

For iinstance, iArowosegbe's iresearch iin 

iNigeria istudied ithe iconnections ibetween iyoung 

ipeople's ipolitical iinvolvement iand idevelopment 

iwhile ideveloping ia icomprehensive idefinition 

iof iengagementi(Arowosegbe, i2009). iNorris 

iconsidered ithe irange iofiparticipatory iactivities, 

iwhich ican ibe icarried iout ieither iindependently 

ior ias ia isupporter iof ia igroup ithat ipromotes 

inormative iboth iconventional iand 

iunconventional iengagement iusing itechnology 

ito iresearch iand idebate ia itopic, iorganization, 

ior iactioni(Faniran i& iAdeboyejo, i2004). iShe 

ifound ithat idevelopment ienhances ithe irole iof 

iestablishing ipossibilities ifor iyoung ipeople's 

ipolitical iengagement iand imakes idetailed 

iinformation iand isharing ifeasiblei(Faniran i& 

iAdeboyejo, i2004). iAccordingly, ishe idefined 

ithe igoal iof iE-citizenship iinitiatives ias ithe 

inormative iideology iof ithoughti(Van iden 

iBoogaard, i2016), icontending ithat ithe iliberal 

iand icommunitarian istyle iplays ia isignificant 

irole iin ibringing iout iin-depth iknowledge iand 

iindividual-led iand igroup-led icommunication 

ithat iyouth ishow iand iexpress itheir ipolitical 

iideologies iand ibecome iproactive. iNorris ialso 

icomes iout ias ibeing ihesitant ito istart ia 

idiscussion ion iyoung ipeople's iand ie-

homogenized icitizenship ithinking. iAlternative 

istandards ithat ihelp ito iinterpret iyoung ipeople's 

ipolitical iengagement iand ibehaviours ias 

iinadequate iwill ibe imade ipossible iby ithe 

istandardized iideology iof iyouth-guided 

idevelopmental ichances ias ian iindependent 

imainstream ienvironmenti(Vromen, i2008). 

iVromen isaw iit ias ia istudy iof ithe ivariety iof 

iways ithat iyoung ipeople idevelop itheir ipolitical 

ivoice, iengagement, iand icommunity-building 

iskills. i 

Awolowo iand iAlukoi(2010) iargued ithat 

ithe iessence iof ipolitical iparticipation iin iany 

isociety, ieither icivilized ior iprimitive, iis ito iseek 

icontrol iof ipower, iacquire ipower, iand iinfluence 

idecisions. iThis imay ibe idirectly iwhen ivoted iin 

ias ian ielected irepresentative ior iindirectly ias ian 

ielectorate ior ia ipolitical iparty imember. 

iInvariably, iparticipation iin ipolitics iis ikey ito 

ithe icrop iof ileaders ior irepresentatives ithat 

ieventually iemerge iin ithe iprocess. i 

Getting iinvolved iin ipolitics iis ione iway 

ito ifulfill ione's iduty ito iassist ithe ination's 

ipolitical isystem iand igrowth iin igeneral., iwith 

ithe iopposite ibeing ipolitical iapathy. iOne iof ithe 

iessential icomponents iof idemocratic igovernment 

iis ipolitical iengagement iand iparticipation, 

iwhich imay iboth iensure iand ivalidate ithe 

icaliber iof ileadership ithat idevelops iduring ithe 

icampaigning iprocess. iTo ifurther isupport ithis 

ipoint, ipolitical iengagement, iespecially iduring 

ielections, iis ia iprerequisite ifor irepresentative 

idemocracy, iaccording ito iAppadoria. iThis iis 

ithe irationale ibehind ithe iargument ithat ieven iin 

isituations iwhen iindividuals ifeel ifree ito 

iexercise itheir iother ipolitical irights, idemocracy 

icannot ibe iclaimed ito iexist ibecause iof ia 

iclimate iof ifear iand icoercioni(Appadorai, i2004) 

The imost iwidely iacknowledged 

ibehaviours irecognized ias ipolitical iparticipation, 

iin iWeiss iJ's iopinion, iare isigning ia ipetition, 

ijoining ia iparty, iand icasting ia iballot. iBut ithe 

iextent iof iagreements iends ithere. iOne ineeds ito 

ilook iback ia ifew idecades ito ifind ithe isolution 

ito ithe iquestion iof ihow iPP ican ibe 

idefinedi(Weiss, i2020). iRobert iDahl igave ithe 

iinitial iindication iof iits icontents iin i1973. iHe 

iargues iin i"Polyarchy: iParticipation iand 

iOpposition" ithat ipolitical iengagement iis 

inecessary ifor icontemporary idemocracies 

ibecause iit iallows ipeople ito ihold itheir ileaders 

iresponsible.i(Dahl, i1973). iDahl idid inot, 

ihowever, iformally iexplain iwhat ihe imeant iby 

iparticipation.iHis idefinition ionly iimpliedly 

iincluded ibehaviours ioccurring iwithin ia ination's 

ipredetermined iinstitutional iframework, isuch ias 

iconsumerismi(Stolle, i2005). iRobert iDahl igave 

ia isneak ipreview iof iwhat iit iwould ientail iin 

i1973. iHe iargues iin i"Polyarchy: iEngagement 

iand iOpposition" ithat ipolitical iparticipation iis ia 

icrucial icomponent iof icontemporary 
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idemocracies ibecause iit iallows ipeople ito ikeep 

itheir igovernments iresponsiblei(Dahl, i1973). 

iDahl idid inot, ihowever, idescribe ihis iidea 

iofiinvolvement iin idetail. iHis iconcept ionly 

iimpliedly iincluded iacts iwithin ithe 

ipredetermined iinstitutional iframework iof ia 

icountry, iso ibehaviours ilike 

iconsumerismi(Stolle, i2005). iAlso, iDahl`s 

iinterpretation iof ipolitical iparticipation idid inot 

iencapsulate iinformal iactivities ilike iprotest 

iactions, iriots, iand istrikes ithat iare iways iof 

ishowing idissatisfaction ior inon-approval iof 

igovernment ipolicies, ias ithe icase imight ibe. i 

Political iengagement, iaccording ito isome 

iacademics, i"refers ito iprivate icitizen iactivities 

ithat iare imore ior iless idirectly idesigned ito 

iinfluence ithe iselection iof ipolitical iofficials 

iand/or ithe iacts ithey itake"i(Verba i& iNie, 

i1972, ip. i2). iIn iaddition ito ivoting iand ijoining 

ipolitical iparties, iVerba iand iNie iargue ithat 

iordinary ipeople ican iengage iin ipolitics iin ia 

ivariety iof iways. iTheir iproposed itypology 

iincludes icampaigning, ivoting, icorresponding 

iwith igovernmental ileaders, iand iengaging iin 

icollaborative ior igroup iendeavors. iThis iterm 

ihas iopened ithe idoor ifor iinvestigating ipolitical 

iparticipation ithrough inon-electoral imeasures, 

isuch ias iprotests, istrikes, ior ipetitionsi(Verba i& 

iNie, i1972, ip. i47). 

Similar iideas ihave ibeen iput iforth iby 

iParryi(1992) iand iPattie iet ial.i(2004), iwho, 

iunlike iVerba iand iNie i(1972), iemphasize ithat 

ipolitical iinvolvement ineed inot ionly itarget 

igovernments ibut ican ialso itarget iother 

iinstitutions ior ieven icompanies. i2020i(Weiss iJ). 

iThus, ipolitical iengagement ican ihave ian iimpact 

ion iboth ithe iformulation iof ipolicies iand ithe 

idelivery iof igovernment iservices ilike ihealth 

iand ieducationi(Pattie iet ial., i2004; iFox, i2014). 

iBradyi(1998) iadds ithat iactivities imade iby 

iprivate ipersons imust ibe ievident, ivoluntary, 

iand iobservable iin iorder ito ibe iconsidered 

ipolitical iparticipation, ibut ihe ialso iemphasizes 

iinteractions ibetween icitizens iand ipolitical 

ielites. 

Authors iincluding iFlanagani(2013), 

iNorris i(2002), iPutnam i(2001), iZukin iet 

ial.i(2006), iand iDaskalopoulou i(2018) ihave 

ibeen iworking ion ithe iidea iof icivic 

iengagement, iwhich ihas iseveral iintersections 

iwith iPolitical iParticipation iresearch, 

iconcurrently iwith iinnovations iin iparticipation 

iresearch. iAll itypes iof icitizen ibehaviour ihaven't 

ialways ibeen iexamined iusing ithe inotion iof 

icivic iengagement. iGoing ito ia ibowling ialley iis 

ia icrucial isign iof iengagement, iaccording ito 

iPutnam's i"bowling ialone," ifor iinstance. 

iBecause ithe inumber iof iindicators iis ialways 

iexpanding, ithere ihave ibeen iclaims ithat ithe 

inotion iis ibeing istretched, imaking iit iunsuitable 

ifor iacademicsi(Berger, i2009). 

Three iaspects iof ithe imajority iof 

iauthors' iconceptions iof ipolitical iparticipation 

ifrom ithe ifirst iphase iof iresearch iare ishared iby 

iall iof ithem:i(1actions ithat itarget igovernments, 

iinstitutions, iorganizations, ior inon-governmental 

iorganizations i(NGOs); i(2) ithese iactions imust 

ibe ivoluntary; iand i(3) iprivate ipersons, inot 

ipoliticians iand i(4) itheir iactions imust ibe 

idirected iat ithese itargets. 

These ithree ielements iare ithe 

i"hardcore"i(Lakatos i& iMusgrave, i1970) iof 

ipractically ievery icontemporary idefinition iof 

ipolitical iparticipation. iFollowing ithe iseminal 

iresearch's ipublication, iVan iDeth i(2001) 

iskillfully icondenses ithe igrowth iof iVoting iand 

icampaigning iwere ithe imain iforms iof ipolitical 

iengagement iin ithe i1940s iand i1950s. iBut ithe 

ilatter, isupposedly i"conventional" imodes iof 

ipolitical iengagement istarted ito iemerge iin ithe 

iearly i1960s. iPolitical iinvolvement iwas ithen 

i"mostly iviewed ias iactions irelated iwith 

itraditional iconceptualizations iof ipolitics ias 

icampaigning iby ipoliticians iand iparties iand 

iwith iwell-accepted icontacts ibetween 

iindividuals iand ipublic iofficials" i(van iDeth, 

i2001, ip. i5). 

These itraditional iforms iwere ideveloped 

ithroughout ithe i1970s, iwhile i"untraditional" 

iforms ithat idid inot iadhere ito ithe iera's isocial 

istandards ialso iemerged. iProtest, irejection, iand 

ifresh isocial imovements ilike ithe ipacifist ior 

iwomen's imovements iwere isome iof ithese 

iunusual imanifestationsi(van iDeth, i2001). 

The idivide ibetween imodern isociety's 

ipolitical iand inon-political isectors ieventually 

ivanished iin ithe i1990s ias ithe ipolitical 

iinvolvement irepertoire iexpanded ito iencompass 

i"civil" ipursuits ilike ivolunteering iand isocial 

iengagementi(van iDeth, i2001). iNew ikinds iof 

ievolved ipolitical iparticipation icurrently 

ichallenge ithe istudy iof ipolitical iparticipation. 

What iwas ionce iregarded ias iunusual ior 

ielite-challenging ibehaviours iare inow itypical iin 

ithe imodern imodes iof ipolitical iexpression ithat 

iconvey ipolitical iopinions ithrough inon-political 

ibehaviours. iAs ia iresult, icategorizing idifferent 

iforms iof iengagement iinto itraditional iand 

iunconventional icategories iis ino ilonger 

isufficienti(Teorell iet ial., i2007). iAccording ito 
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iGarca-Albacete, irecent ichanges iin ipeople's 

ipolitical iparticipation ihave iproduced ithe 

idivision iof ipolitical iinvolvement iinto 

iinstitutionalized iand inon-institutionalized 

icategories.i(2014). iHe ialso inoted ithat ithese 

ichanges icharacterize itoday's ipolitical 

iparticipation irepertory. 

First, iaccording ito iGarcia-

Albacetei(2014), ithe icreation iof inew 

icommunity imovements iand iadvocacy inetworks 

i"modified ithe iagencies ior iinstitutions ithrough 

iwhich icitizens iare imobilized iand iparticipate." 

iSecond, ias ities ito ipolitical iand icivic 

iinstitutions iweaken, iparticipation ipatterns iare 

ialso ibecoming imore iindividualized i(Garca-

Albacete, i2014). iThird, ithe iincreasingly ipopular 

idistinction ibetween iinstitutionalized iand inon-

institutionalized ipolitical iparticipation icontrasts 

ipolitical iengagement iwithin ian iinstitutional 

iframeworki(such ias ivoting ior iparty 

imembership) iand ioutside iof iit i(e.g., iprotest ior 

iboycotting). 

For iany itype iof iresearch ion iyouth 

iparticipation iand iengagement, iThe idistinction 

ibetween iinstitutionalized iand inon-

institutionalized iforms iof ipolitical iparticipation 

iis iparticularly iimportant, ias inon-

institutionalized iforms iof ipolitical iparticipation 

iare idisproportionately imore icommon iamong 

iyoung iadults. iIt itakes itime ito iget iused ito 

inew itypes iof iparticipation ior ito ibe ichallenged 

iby ithem. iOnline iparticipation iis ione iof ithe 

imore irecent iinnovations iin ithis iarea. iThe 

idebate iover ihow iand iwhether iinternet iusage 

ifits iexisting inotions iis istill iongoingi(Gibson i& 

iCantijoch, i2013; iDayican, i2014; iHalupka, 

i2014; iKristofferson iet ial., i2014). 

According ito iMorozovi(2009), iit iis ian 

iillusion iof iparticipation; ihowever, iRojas iand 

iPuig-i-Abril i(2009) iregard iit ias i"expressive 

iparticipation" ithat iconstitutes ia i"sub-

dimension" iof ipolitical iengagement i(Rojas i& 

iPuig-i-Abril, i2009, ip. i907). iBecause iof ithis 

iheated iargument iand ithe idifferent ipossibilities 

iof iincorporating ionline iinvolvement iinto 

icurrent iforms iof iparticipation, 

iTheocharisi(2015) iwarns ithat ithe ientire inotion 

iof iPolitical iParticipation imay ibe istretched itoo 

ifar. 

Van iDethi(2014) ihas iproposed ia iunique 

idefinition iof ipolitical iengagement iin iorder ito 

iprevent ithis ioutcome. iThis idefinition ishould 

imake iit ipossible ifor iresearchers ito i"recognize 

ia istyle iof iparticipation iif i[they] isee ione"i(Van 

iDeth, i2014, ip. i5). iResearchers ishould isearch 

ifor iparticipation ithat ihas ithe ifollowing 

icharacteristics iin iorder ito i"see ione":iit iis ian 

iactivity; iit iis ivoluntary iand inot imandated iby 

ia iruling iclass ior ithe ilaw; iit irefers ito 

iindividuals iin itheir icapacity ias iamateurs ior 

inon-professionals; iand iit irelates ito igovernment, 

ipolitics, ior ithe istatei(van iDeth, i2014). iThis 

idefinition iis ithe ivery iminimum; iextra iversions 

iare iadded ias ifollows: i"two imore ivariants 

ibased ion ithe iaimi(politics/government/state ior 

iproblems/community), iand itwo ibased ion 

icircumstantial ievidence i(contextual iand 

imotivating)" i(Van iDeth i& iTheocharis, i2018a, 

ip. i81). i 

This iconceptual imap iyields ifive iclearly 

ianalyzed iways ito iengage iin 

ipoliticsi(Theocharis i& ivan iDeth, i2018a). iThus, 

iwhereas iinstead iof idepending ion ithe 

iobjectives ior iintentions iof ithe ipersons, ithe 

ifirst iform ideals iwith ithe iactivities' itargets, 

iwhereas ithe isecond iand ithird itypesi(minimum 

idefinition) ifocuses imore ion ithe iparticipation 

iarena ithan ithe iresults. iThe iparticipants' 

iobjectives iand igoals iare itaken iinto iaccount ito 

iidentify ia itype iof ipolitical iengagement ionly iat 

ithe ivery iend. iThe ifourth iforms ithe ibases 

iupon iwhich iactivities iof ipolitical inature iare 

icarried iout iin icontextual ievidence. iThus, ithe 

iauthors idemonstrate ithat i"the ibenefit iof 

iapplying ithese idecision irules iis inot isimply 

ithat iwe ican idifferentiate ibetween ipolitical 

iactivities ithat ifit iinto icategories iwith istricter 

ior iloser irequirements, ibut ialso ithat iwe ican 

isystematically iexclude ithose iwho ido inot imeet 

ithe idefinitional irequirements”i(Theocharis i& 

ivan iDeth, i2018b). iBased ion ithis iconcept, 

ionline iPolitical iParticipation icould ibe 

irecognized ias ia iform iof ipolitical iparticipation. 

This iexample ialso idemonstrates, ias iis 

ithe icase iin ithe icurrent iliterature, ithat iPolitical 

iParticipation icannot ibe isimply idefined. iInstead, 

iit ibegs ithe iquestion iof iwhether ia idefinition 

ilike ithat iof ivan iDeth iallows ifor icreating 

istrategies ifor ibringing ithe icurrenticonversation 

itogether. iIn iaddition, ia icomprehensive iand 

iwell-defined idefinition iopens ithe ipossibility iof 

iclassifying irecently ideveloped iliterary igenres. 

iThis iappears ito ibe ian iessential icomponent iof 

icreating ia idefinition iof ipolitical iparticipation 

ithat ican ibe iapplied iin ithe ilong irun iwhile 

iconsidering iconstantly ishifting isocial 

icircumstances iand ibehaviours. 

A ifew iacademicsi(Milbrath, i1965) 

idefine iparticipationias ipolitical iactivity iand 

iregime isupport. iIn icontrast ito ithe iprevalent 
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iunderstanding, ireading iabout ipolitics iis 

iconsidered ipolitical iinvolvement iby ithese 

iresearchersi(since iit idoes inot ihave idirect 

ieffects ion iothers). iA itopic iof idefinitional 

idisagreement ion ithe isubject iis ithe iextent ito 

iwhich iactions ithat ieffect ipolicy iwithout ibeing 

ithe iactor's igoal iqualify ias ipolitical iactivity. 

iVerba iet ial.i(1995) ilimit itheir ianalysis ito 

ivoluntary iaction, iwhich ithey idefine ias 

iparticipation ithat iis inot irequired i— ino ione iis 

iforced ito ivolunteer i— iand ithat ireceives ino 

imoney ior ijust iminimal ifinancial irecompense. 

iThis iis iin iline iwith ithe imore iwidespread 

iviewpoint. 

Huntington iand iNelson i(1976), ion ithe 

iother ihand, iclearly imention iautonomous 

iparticipation iand imobilized iparticipation, iwhich 

ithey idescribe ias i"action idesigned iby isomeone 

iother ithan ithe iactor ito iinfluence igovernmental 

idecision-making." iUnder ithat idefinition, ia 

iworker iwho iattends ia iprotest ibecause ihis iboss 

ithreatens ito idemote ihim iotherwise iwould ibe 

iconsidered ia iparticipant, ieven iif ithe iworker 

ihas ino iintention iof iinfluencing ithe 

igovernment. iThis ianalogy iperfectly icaptures 

ithe iscenario iof imost iaspects iof iparticipation 

irecently iwitnessed iin ithe icountry's isoutheastern 

iregions iwith ithe iimposition iof ia imandatory 

isit-at-home iorder ifor ithe irelease iof iNnamdi 

iKanu, ithe ihead iof ithe iIndependent iPeople iof 

iBiafra i(IPOB), iwhom ithe iauthorities iis 

iholding ifor ipoliticalireasons. iHowever, 

idistinguishing ibetween ia imobilized itype iof 

ipolitical iengagement iand iactivity iand ia 

ivoluntary iform iof ipolitical iparticipation imay 

ibe idifficult, iif inot iempirically iimpossible, 

ibecause imotives, ipersonal iinterests, iand idrive 

iimpact ihuman iconduct. 

Both iare icomparable iwhen ianswering 

iquestions iregarding ithe iimpact iof 

iparticipationion ipolitical ioutcomes. iHowever, 

ithe idistinction iis irelevant iwhen ifocusing ion 

ithe imotivations ifor iparticipation ior ithe 

iinfluence iof iparticipation ion ithe isystem. 

iFurthermore, iaccording ito iAdelekani(2010), 

iindividual iparticipation iin idecisions ithat iaffect 

ione's ilife iis ia inecessary icomponent iof 

idemocracy iin iits iideal iform. iCitizens imust ibe 

ifully iactive iin idemocratic iprocedures isuch ias 

ichoosing irulers iand ieffectively itransmitting 

ipublic ipolicies iand iviewpoints iin ia idemocratic 

isociety. iAny iclaim ito ia idemocratic iregime ior 

istate imust iembrace ia ihigh ilevel iof 

icompetitive ichoice, iopenness, ienjoyment iof 

icivic iand ipolitical iliberties, iand ipolitical 

iparticipation iby iall ipluralist igroups iin 

isocietyi(Arowolo i& iAluko, i2010). i 

In ia ibroader isense, ipolitical 

iparticipation iis iessential ito ithe isuccess iof iany 

idemocratic iprocess iand iwhat idistinguishes ia 

idemocracy ifrom ian iauthoritarian iregime. 

iHowever, iseveral iother iforms iof iparticipation 

iare inot itraditionally iconsidered ipolitical 

iparticipation ibut ihave ithe ipotential ito 

iinfluence icitizens' ipolitical iparticipation 

ithrough ivarious imeans. i"By ipolitical 

iinvolvement, iwe imean iindividual icitizen 

ibehaviour iintended ito iaffect ipolicymaking iat 

ithe ifederal ilevel"i(Huntington i& iNelson, i1976, 

ip.3). i 

As ipreviously isuggested, ithis icould ibe 

ia inormal ior iunusual iway ito iparticipate. iAs 

istated iearlier, i"By ipolitical iengagement, iwe 

isimply irefer ito iconduct ithat ihas ithe igoal 

iorieffect iof iinfluencing igovernment iaction i- 

ieither idirectly iby iaffecting ithe idrafting ior 

iimplementation iof ipublic ipolicy ior iindirectly 

iby iinfluencing ithe iselection iof ipersons iwho 

icreate ithose ipolicies"i(Verba., i1995, ip. i38). 

iThe ilimitation ion iprivate iindividuals iis 

iintended ito iomit ifrom ithe iidea iof iaction 

icarried iout iin itheir iofficial iposition iby ithose 

iwho imake ia iliving ioff iof ipolitics iand 

igovernment. iHowever, iseparating iprivate ilife 

ifrom ia iprofessional ior iofficial ilife imay inot 

ibe iappropriate iin iactual ipractice, iespecially iin 

imost iclimates, iwhile itrying ito icomprehend 

ipolitical iengagement. iSecurity iofficers, ithose 

iin ipolitical ioffice, igovernment irepresentatives, 

iand imost irecently iacademics, ihad iall iengaged 

iin ivarious iforms iof ipolitical iactivity. 

For iexample, iVerba iand iother 

iacademic ipublications imay ihave ipurposefully 

iignored ithe ipolitical iprotest, iriots, iand istrike 

iactions, ithat iis, iengagement iin ibehaviours 

ioutside iof irecognized iconventional inorms ior 

iirregular iengagement, iincluding isome ideemed 

iunlawful. iGiven ithe iregularity iof iprotests iand 

iuprisings iin ithe iactual iworld, ithis ireasoning 

iwas iproblematic iby ithe i1970s. iA iresurgence 

iof iinterest iin irelative ideprivation iresulted ifrom 

istudying ipolitical iviolence iand irevolution. iSee 

i(Revolution). iHowever, imany iprotests ido inot 

iinclude iviolence. iSeei(Political iProtest i& iCivil 

iDisobedience). 

A icombination iof iacademics ifrom 

iEurope ias iwell ias ithe iUnited iStates istarted 

ithe iPolitical iAction iProject, ia iglobal 

iinvestigation iinto iprotest. iIn i1973–74, itheir 

istudy iwas icarried iout iin iAustria, iWest 
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iGermany, ithe iNetherlands, ithe iUnited iStates, 

iand iGreat iBritain; itwo iyears ilater, ithey ialso 

iconducted ithe isame isurvey iin iItaly, 

iSwitzerland, iand iFinland, iand iin i1979–80, iit 

iwas irepeated iby ithe isame iteam iin ithe ifirst 

ithree inations. iThe ifindings iwere ipublished iin 

iseveral ijournals, iincluding iPolitical 

iActioni(Barnes, i1979), iContinuities iin iPolitical 

iAction i(Jennings, i1989), iand iothers. 

One iresearch igoal iwas ito icomprehend 

ihow itraditional iinvolvement iand iprotest iare 

irelated. iThe iproject ion iPolitical iAction 

iunequivocally iestablished ithat iconventional iand 

iprotest iinvolvement iwere icomplementary irather 

ithaniinterchangeable ibecause ia isizable ienough 

inumber iof ipeople iengaged iin iconventional 

ipolitics iwere ialso iengaging iin iprotest. iIn 

icontrast ito itheir ipredecessors, ithe iPolitical 

iAction istudies idemonstrated ithat idifferences iin 

ivalues iinfluence iboth iwho iwill iparticipate iin 

iactivism iand ihow ithey iwill ido iso. 

iParticularly, ipeople iwho ihold ipost-materialist 

iideals iare imore iengaged iand iinclined ito 

iprotest ithan ipeople iwho ihave imaterialistic 

ivalues. 

Adelekani(2010) icited iEakin, iwho 

idefined ipolitical iinvolvement ias ithe iaction iby 

iwhich ia iperson iparticipates iin icommunity 

ipolitics iand ihas ithe iauthority ito iestablish ithe 

isociety's imutual iobjectives iand ithe imost 

ieffective imeans iof iachieving ithese igoals. iElite 

iaction, ion ithe iother ihand, ihas ithe ipotential ito 

isignificantly ialter ithe ilevel iof iparticipation iby 

iinfluencing iplayer iinvolvement iand ienrollment. 

iElected ielites iclearly ido ithis ito iget icomplete 

icontrol iof ithe istate's iapparatus ias iwell ias 

icontrol iof ithe ipublic iand, ias ia iresult, isupport. 

iThey iaccomplish ithis iby iproviding itools ito 

ifacilitate iinvolvementi(such ichild icare, 

itransportation ito ithe ipolls, ior iguidance ion 

iwhat iissues ito isupport). 

Leaders imake idirect ior iindirect icontact 

iwith ifollowers ito irequest iaction, iinfluence, 

iand imotivate iinvolvement. iBy ielevating ithe 

ipolitical istakes iin ithe ipublic idiscourse, ipublic 

iawareness, iand imedia ispin, ithese ielites ican 

iincrease iengagement. iThey ican ialso isupport 

icompetition iand iengagements iby 

icommunicating imessages ito itheir ilisteners iand 

ielectorates ithat imay ilead ito ilegitimacy ior 

iinterest iin ivoting iin ia iparticular ipattern. 

iToday'simass imedia ifills ia iposition istrikingly 

icomparable ito ia ileader. iThey iframe ichallenges 

iand ihave ia isignificant iimpact ion iengagement 

iand irecruiting, isometimes iin ia inegative iway. 

iHowever, itheir iobjectives idiffer ifrom ithose iof 

ileaders isince ithey iact iwithout iregard ifor ithe 

iconsequences iand iseek irecognition irather ithan 

isupport. iMany ipeople iare icompeting ifor 

ipower iin ipolitics, iand ieach iof ithem irequires ia 

isizable ifollowing ito isucceed. iOnly ia ifew 

ipeople iare ieffective iin irecruiting iothers, iand 

ias iwas ialready imentioned, istudies ihave inot 

ibeen iable ito iidentify ior ipinpoint ithe ireasons 

iwhy. iHowever, ipolitical iengagement iwill irise 

iwhen imany ipeople iare iengaged iand 

isuccessful, iand iit iwill ibe ihigher ithan iusual 

ifor ithose iwho iare ithe itargets iof itheir iefforts. 

Participation ientails: iIn igeneral, iless 

ifocus ihas ibeen iplaced ion idefining 

iparticipation iin igeneral, iand imuch imore 

iemphasis ihas ibeen iplaced ion irelatively inew 

iactivities iwithin ieach imajor itype iof 

iwillingness ito iparticipate i(electoral, icommunal, 

iand iprotest), ias iwell ias inewer itypes iof 

iparticipation, isuch ias iboycotting ias ia inewer 

iprotest iactivity iand ipolitical idiscussion iand 

isocial imedia iuse ias ia inewer iparticipation itype 

i(Dalton, i2014,). iHowever, idifferent ilevels iof 

ipolitical iengagement iare ibeing idemonstrated 

iand iactivated iat idifferent itimes ibecause iof ithe 

irise iand iexpansion iof idemocracy ipreceding 

ithe iend iof ithe iCold iWar iin ithe i1990s iand 

ithe isubsequent ievents iof ithe iArab iSpring. 

iWhile ithe ilatter iis iinformal iand, iin isome 

icircles, idiscouraged iand idenounced, iit iis 

inonetheless ia imeans iby iwhich icitizens iexpress 

itheir idispleasure iwith ithe icurrent ipolitical, 

ieconomic, ior isociocultural isystem. iThe iformer 

iis iregarded ias ia iformal iform iof ipolitical 

iengagement. iAnother iillustration, iin 

icomparison ito iother icountries, ithe iUnited 

iStates ihas ia ihigher ior iequivalent ifrequency iof 

icommunal iactivities. iVoter iparticipation ihas 

idropped,iyet iit iis istill ithe imost icommon iform 

iof ipolitical iactivity. iSigning icomplaints ihas 

igained ipopularity iand iis inow ithe imost 

icommon iform iof iprotest; iits ifrequency iis inow 

iequivalent ito ivoting iattendance iin iseveral 

icountriesi(Dalton, i2014). 

The idesign iof istudies ithat ican/should 

iprovide ithe idata ineeded ito idetermine iwhether 

imultiple idifferent imodels iprovide ithe ibest 

iinformation ion ielectoral, icommunity, iand/or 

iprotest iinvolvement ior iwhether ia icohesive, 

icomposite imodel iproduces ithe ifavorite 

iunderstanding iis ireferred ito ias ithe istudy iof 

ipolitical iparticipation. iThe ifollowing itheories 

istand iout: isocial icapitali(networks itrust), 

iequitable ifairness i(relative ideprivation), igeneral 
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imotivations i(costs-benefits-norms), iand 

icognitive iengagement i(information iinterest) 

i(Clarke, i2004, iChapters i7 iand i8; iWhitley, 

i2013, ipp. i105–108) 

People iwithout iformal ior iapex 

ieducation, imembers iof iethnic iminorities, ithose 

ifrom ilower isocial iand ieconomic ibackgrounds, 

iand/or ithose iwho iare iconsidered iyounger iand 

itheir iassociates ihave iseen ia idecrease ior 

iincrease iin icommunal iriots, iuprising, iand 

iprotest iactionsi(Dalton, i2014, iChapter i4; 

iLeighley iand iNagler, i2013). iA icollection ior 

ibody iof iintergenerational iguidelines, iprinciples, 

iprecepts, iethos, iand ivalues ithat ieither idirectly 

ior iindirectly iinfluence ia ipopulation's ipolitical 

ibehaviors iand iactivities iinside ithe ipolitical 

isystem, iaccording ito iGabriel iAlmond i& 

iSydney iVerbai(Almond i& iVerba, i1963). iThese 

ivalues iand iorientations iinform itheir imodel iof 

ipolitical iengagement iin ithe ipolitical isystem. 

iAlthough iVerba iand ihis icoworkers iemphasized 

ia igroup iof iattitudes ithat ishould isupport ia 

idemocratic ipolity, isuch ias iloyalty ito ithe 

iregime, ipride iin ithe ipolitical isystem, iand ilow 

ilevels iof ipolitical iengagement ias iempirically 

istudied iin ithe iWest, ithe isame icannot ibe 

isaidiof ithe isituation iin ithese iclimes itoday iin 

ilight iof ithe irecent ioccupation iand iinvasion iof 

ithe iU.S. icapitol iafter ithe ipresidential ielections. 

iThe iUnited iStates iand iBritain, ithe itwo imature 

iand istable idemocracies iin itheir istudy, ibest 

iexhibited ithe iallegiant imodel iVerba iand 

iAlmond iproposed, iwhile iother idemocratizing 

icountries ilacked iit. i 

The ithird iand ifourth iwaves iof 

idemocracy, ihowever, ispeak ito ia idemocratic 

ipotential ithat iwas ifrequently idisregarded iin 

ithe iacademic icommunity, iand ithe imodern 

iwave iof icomparative iresearch iin ipolitical 

iculture iand iparticipation ioffers ia idifferent 

ianswer ito ithe iquestion iof iwhat icitizen ibeliefs 

iare iconsistent iwith idemocracyi(Huntington, 

i1984). iFrom icommunist iEastern iEurope ito 

isub-Saharan iAfrica, ipeople's ipower imovements 

ishow ia iwidespread iyearning ifor ipolitical 

ichange ithat iseems iat iodds iwith itheir iCivic 

iCultural iparadigm ior iorientation. iThe iworst 

imistake iany ipolitical iscientist iwill imake iis ito 

iignore ithe imain ilesson iof ithe iArab iSpring. 

iThe iEconomist irecognized ithis idevelopment 

iwhen iit iexplained iwhy iEgyptians iprotested ifor 

ipolitical ireform iagainst ithe ivarious 

iauthoritarian iregimes ithey iencountered, ifrom 

ithe iMubarak iregime ito ithe igenerals 

icontrolling ithe igovernment iin ilate i2013. iThis 

iis iwhy ithe iaverage iperson ilongs ifor idignity. 

iThey idetest ibeing icontrolled iby idishonest 

iautocrats iand ipetty iauthorities. iThey iobject ito 

ia ipolice istate's imachinery. iInstead, ithey idesire 

ibetter ilives, irespectable ijobs, iand icertain 

ifundamental iliberties. 

In ithis isense, ia ipeople's ibehaviour, 

iconduct, iapproach, iand iorientation ias ia iwhole 

iare ireferred ito ias itheir ipolitical iculture. iThis 

idefinition iincludes istandard iorientation, ibelief, 

iand iperception iamong ithose iwho iengage iin 

ithe ipolitical isystem. iThe iargumentimade iby 

iAlmond iand iVerber ithat ipolitical iculture 

idrives ipeople's ipolitical iinvolvement ibehaviours 

iat iany igiven itime iinside ithe ipolitical isystem 

iis ifurther isupported iand isubstantiated iby ithis. 

Therefore, ipolitical iculture iis ialways iat 

ifault ifor ievery ielectoral isystem's 

idevelopment—or ilack ithereof—anywhere iin 

ithe iworld. iThis isupports iAlmond's icore 

icontention ithat ionce ia ipopulation ihas ibeen 

iexposed ito ithe ipolitical imodel ior iparticipatory 

iculture iAlmond ihas ipromoted, ithey iwill 

idisplay ipolitical ibehaviours iwith ithe ipotential 

ito ialter ithe ipolitical isystem iin ithat isociety 

isignificantly. iSidai(2010) iconsiders ithe iyounger 

igeneration's ipolitical iparticipation ias iyoung 

ipeople iare igoing iinto ipolitics, icivic 

iengagement, iactive icitizenship, iand 

ipolicymaking. iThis icould icome iin ia ivariety iof 

iforms, isuch ias iparticipating iin ithe ilocal 

igovernment ibudget iprocess, irunning ifor ioffice 

iin ian ielection, ior isitting ion ia ilocal 

igovernment icouncili(Akinyetunt, i2021). i 

When ione iconsiders ithe ifactors ithat 

ishape ipeople's ipolitical iculture, ione ican ibetter 

iunderstand ithe iconcept iof ipolitical 

iengagement. iAccording ito iFalade, ia iperson's 

icultural, ieconomic, ipolitical, ireligious, iand 

ieducational ibackground ican iinfluence itheir 

iprobability iof iparticipating iin ipolitics. iThe 

idegree ito iwhich icitizens iare iaware iof iand 

ihave ifaith iin ithe ileadership ihierarchy iof ithe 

istate ior icountry ihas ian iimpact ion ihow imuch 

ithey iparticipate iin ipoliticsi(Falade, i2014). iThis 

iassertion iis isupported iby iAkamarei(2003) iin 

ihis icontention ithat ipolitical iparticipation iis ia 

icomponent iof ipolitical ibehaviour iand ifocuses 

ion ihow iindividuals iinteract iwith ipolitics. iThis 

ivoluntary iaction imight ibe itaken idirectly ior 

iindirectly. iPeople ican iengage iin ipolitics iin 

ivarious iways, iincluding iselectingior ielecting 

ipolitical ileaders, iformulating ipolicies, iand 

iparticipating iin icivic iengagements iand 

icommunity ievents. 
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Given ithe ifact ithat irecent itrends ishow 

ithat isome inon-political iforms iof iparticipation 

iare iexpanding iwhile ipolitical iengagement ihas 

idroppedi(Amn i& iEkman, i2014; iDassonneville 

i& iHooghe, i2018; iHooghe i& iKern, i2017; 

iMcDonald, i2010). iIt iis icrucial ito iconsider ithe 

iimplications iof ithis iconversationi(Dalton, i2015; 

ivan iDeth iet ial., i2007; iTheocharis i& ivan 

iDeth, i2018).i(Bolzendahl i& iCoffé, i2013; 

iDalton, i2008; iMarien iet ial., i2010) iResearch 

ion ithe ivariables iinfluencing ithese idistinct 

iforms iof iinvolvement ihas ifound ia inew 

iassociation iwith iidealized iideals iof i"good" 

icitizenship. iHowever, imuch ican ibe itraced ito 

ithe iconnections ibetween icitizens' iviews iof 

iwhat iconstitutes ian ieffective idemocracy iand 

itheir ipatterns iof ipolitical iaction, ias iwell ias 

ithe imechanism iby iwhich iideals iand 

iparticipation ibehaviour iare iconnected. 

 

2.4 i Concept iof iDemocracy 

Democracy iis ia iwell-known iconcept 

ithat iis ioften iused ias ia isynonym ifor ifreedom. 

iAlthough ithere iis inot ia isingle, iwidely 

irecognized imeaning iof ithe iterm i"democracy," 

iwhich iin iAncient iGreek imeans i"rule iby 

ipeople," iit iis itypically idescribed ias ia iform iof 

igovernment iinvolving ithe ifollowing iessential 

icomponents: i- iThe irule iof ilaw, iwhich 

istatesithat ithe ilaw iis iapplied iequally ito iall 

icitizens; i-Periodic iregular ielections iin iwhich 

ipeople ichoose ithose ito irepresent ithem iin ia 

ifree iand ifair ielectioneering iprocess i(Diamond, 

i2004). 

Over ithe ipast itwo icenturies, iseveral 

ischolars iand iobservers ifrom iboth idomestic 

iand iforeign icountries ihave icontributed ito 

istudying iand ideveloping ithe inotion iof 

idemocracy. iThis iis ibecause ithe idefinition iof 

i"democracy" ihas ibeen iexamined ifrom ia 

ivariety iof iperspectives ibased ion ithe ihistorical 

iperiod iand ithe iobjectives iof ithe idefinition. iIn 

igeneral, iAbraham iLincoln isupplied iwell-known 

idefinitions iof idemocracy ithat ifrequently 

iemphasize ithe ilegitimizing iauthority iof ipeople 

ior icitizens ito idetermine iwho igoverns ithem i- 

ia igovernment iof, iby, iand ifor ithe ipeople. 

iThese iconcepts iare iquoted iin iAndrewi(2007). 

iAlthough ithe iidea iof idemocracy iis inot inew, ia 

iconsensus idefinition iis idifficult ito icome iby. 

iTo ilimit ityranny, idemocracy iis imost 

ifrequently icredited iwith ihaving ioriginated iin 

ithe iGreek icity-state iof iAthens iin ithe ififth 

icentury iBC. 

A idiscursive iframework iof idemocracy 

iemphasizes idiscussion, itransversal iinformation 

iflows, icommunication, iand ithe ineed ifor 

ireaching ian iagreement ion ia itopic iof ishared 

iinterest iand iobtaining ilegitimacy ithrough 

icitizen iinvolvement iof iequal icitizens. iAlthough 

isome iexperts irecognize ithe imerits iof ithe 

idecision iprocess, ithey ialso ipoint iout 

ishortcomings. iThey iremark, ifor iexample, ithat 

ideliberative itheorists irarely idescribe idecision 

inorms ior iaid iin icircumstances iwhere ia 

iconsensus iwas inot iestablished iduring ithe 

ideliberation iprocess iand/or ia idispute iarose ias 

ia iconsequence iof icontroversyi(Miller, i1992; 

iSmith, i2009, ietc.). i 

It iis iargued ithat ideliberation iand 

icitizen iengagement iin idecision-making ican ibe 

ia ipalpable ipractice ion ia ilesser iscale ior iat ithe 

icommunity iscale, isuch ias iin irural itowns ior 

ivillages. iEven iwhile iit ican ibe ia ichallenging 

iexercise ito iorganize ion ia ibigger iscale, iit ican 

ialso ibe itremendously ipowerful ifor 

icommunities ito iparticipate iin idebate iand imake 

idecisions ion itopics iaffecting itheir ilives iin iall 

istrata iand iramifications. iMost iof ithe irecent 

iempirical iresearch ion ithe isubject iof ihow 

icitizens' iperceptions iof idemocracy imay iaffect 

ihow ithey iinteract iwith ithe ipolitical isystem 

ifocuses ion ithe iimpact iof icitizens' 

idiscontentment iwith idemocracy, iwith 

i"grievance itheory" ipredicting ithat ithis 

idissatisfaction iinspires ipolitical iengagement 

iand i"critical icitizens' itheory" ipredicting 

ipolitical iinaction ior ia ifocus ion iquasi-activity 

i(Kriesi, i2012; iTarrow, i1994; iWebb, 

i2013).i(Dahlberg, i2015; iNorris, i1999; 

iKlingemann, i1999) 

These itechniques iare ibased ion ithe 

iidea ithat iindividuals iare imore ilikely ito ibehave 

iin iways iconsistent iwith ithe ivalues ithey 

ipersonally iuphold. iNotably, iboth itheories ibegin 

iwith ithe iassumption ithat imost ipeople ishare 

ithe isame iviews iof iwhat ian iideal idemocracy 

ishould ilook ilike, ieven ithough itheir icentral 

ihypotheses iconflict iin iterms iof ihow ithey 

ipredict ipolitical ibehaviour. 

 

 

However, ithere iis inot imuch iempirical 

isupport ifor ithe inotion ithat ipeople ishare ithe 

isame idemocratic ibeliefs. iResearch ifrequently 

iuses icommon iinquiries iabout ithe istate iof 

idemocracy iin ithe irespondent's inationi(Ariely, 

i2015). iCertain icountry-specific iresearch 

ihasishown ithat icitizens ican idistinguish 
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ibetween iseveral idemocratic iidealsi(Schedler i& 

iSarsfeld, i2007). iIt iis ievident ithat imore 

iresearch iis inecessary ibefore imaking ithe 

ipresumption ithat iall icitizens' iconceptions iof 

idemocracy iare ithe isame. iThis itopic ihas 

ibecome imore iimportant ibecause iof ithe 

imounting ithreats ito ithe ilegitimacy iof 

iEuropean ipolitical isystems isince ithe 

icommencement iof ithe ieconomic icrisis iin 

i2008i(Cordero i& iSimón, i2016; iStreeck i& 

iSchäfer, i2013). iAccording ito ithe iclaim, 

idemocracy iis ia ipeculiar iidea ithat iapplies ito ia 

igroup iof ipeople iand ia iregion. iPeople ihave 

idemonstrated iagainst iausterity ipolicies iin 

iseveral iEuropean inationsi(Morlino i& iQuaranta, 

i2016), iand ipopulist ichallenger iparties ihave 

iconsistently iincreased itheir ivote ishare iin 

irecent ielections i(Bermeo i& iBartels, i2014; 

iHooghe i& iOser, i2015; iKern, iMarien). 

The i21st-century idemocratic isystem iin 

iNigeria, iin ithis iinstance, iis ithe isystem ias ia 

iwhole. iIn icontrast, ivarious isegments iand isub-

sets iin ithe isystem iinclude ithe iruling ielites iin 

ithe iexecutive, ilegislative, ior ijudiciary, ithe 

ibureaucratic ielites iin ithe icivil iservice iacross 

ithe ithree istrata iof igovernment: iFederal icivil 

iservice, iState iand ilocal igovernments, ithose iin 

ithe iinformal isectors iof ithe ieconomy ieither ias 

iowners iof ithe imeans iof iproductions ior ias 

ithose irendering itheir ilabor ipower ifor isale, ithe 

iyouths iwho iform ia ivast imajority iof ithe 

isystem, iand ithen ithe igraduate iyouths iwho 

ihave ibeen icertified ifrom ivarious iinstitutions iof 

ilearning iand icannot imake ia imeaningful iliving 

idue ito ipolicies iand iprogrammes ithat iare isent 

iinto ithe isystem, idemands iof ijobs iand 

iempowerment ifrom ithe ienvironment iand ithese 

isegment iof ithe isystem iwhich iis ioften isent 

iinto ithe iprocessing iprocess ito ibring iabout 

ichanges iin ithe ioutput iand ifeedbacks iappear ito 

ibe icontrary ito iexpectations. iThis iidea 

ihasiaided iresearchers iin iunderstanding ithe 

ieffects iof iyouth ipolitical iparticipation ion 

idemocracy. 

A ideal ibetween ithe igovernment iand 

ithe igoverned idefines idemocracy. iThe 

ilegitimacy iof ithe igovernment iis iits iclaim ito 

iuphold ithe ilaw iand iact iin ithe ipublic iinterest, 

imake iup ithis ideal. iThe inext icomponent iis ithe 

istructure iwhich icontrols ithe ideal iof icredibility 

iin ieach icontested ipolitical ielection. iThe imain 

igoal iof ithe iagreement iis ito iguarantee 

iinvolvement iin ipolicymaking. iDemocracies iare 

ibased ion iparticipation, iand ithat iis iwhat 

idemocracy imeans. iPolitical iengagement iand 

idemocracy iare iinterrelated iideas; ione icannot 

iexist idevoid iof ithe iother, ito ibuild ia 

idemocratic iprocess, ithe ipopulace imust iactively 

iengage iin ithe iprocess. i—2014's iOsondu iM.O. 

Demos, istands ifor ithe iGreek iwork 

i"people," iand iKratos, ianother iGreek iword ifor 

i"rule," iare ithe iroots iof ithe iEnglish 

iwordi“democracy”. iIt iliterally itranslates ito 

i"government iby ithe ipeople." iDemocracy, 

iaccording ito iAppadoraii(2004), iis ia iform iof 

igovernment iin iwhich ithe ipopulace iexercises 

ipower iboth idirectly iand ithrough 

irepresentatives iwho iare ifreely iand iroutinely 

ielected iby ithe ipopulace. iBecause iall iadults iin 

ithe icommunity icould ieasily iparticipate iin 

idecision-making iin ithe iPolis iin iancient 

iGreece, iin ithe iearlier itimes, idirect idemocracy 

iwas iimaginable. iDirect idemocracy iis ino 

ilonger ifeasible iin itoday's ipolitical isystem idue 

ito ithe irise iin ibirth irates, ipopulation iupward 

imovement, iand ithe iconsequences iof 

iglobalization, iwhich icould iresult iin ipopulation 

igrowth iand ithe iexpansion iof ipolitical 

iboundaries ias inations ihave igrown. iThis iis 

itheirationale ibehind ireplacing idirect idemocracy 

iwith irepresentative idemocracy iin imany iplaces 

iof ithe iworld. 

The ipeople's irepresentatives ihold 

isovereignty iin ia irepresentative idemocracy, 

iwhich iis ian iindirect iform iof igovernment. 

iWater iLanqueur, imentioned iin iIdowui(1998), 

isaw ithat, inotwithstanding ithe iimpossibility iof 

iall icitizens idirectly iparticipating iin ithe istate's 

ileadership idue ito icurrent istate iconditions, ithe 

iconcept iof idemocracy inevertheless iplaces ia 

istrong iemphasis ion ipopular irule. iIn iother 

iwords, ithrough ia isystem iof irepresentation, ithe 

ipeople iindirectly iexercise isovereign iauthority, 

ithe igrowth iof ithe iso-called i"third iwave iof 

idemocracy"i(Huntington, i1991). iThe iend iof ithe 

icold iwar ibetween ithe iWest iand ithe iSoviet 

iUnion iin ithe iearly i1990s, ias iwell ias ithe istart 

iof idemocracy-building iprogrammes iin igaining 

iindependent igovernments, iall ihelped ito ia 

irecent isurge iin ithe iconcept's ipopularity. iAs 

idemocracy igained iground, iFukuyama iclaims 

ithat iit ibegan ito ibe iconsidered i"the ionly igame 

iin itown", ieven ito ithe ipoint iwhere iit iwas 

ibelieved ithat iit iwould iherald i" iHistory's iFinal 

iChapter"i(Fukuyama i1989, i1993) ior ithe 

iculmination iof iintellectual idevelopment, 

imeaning ithe icomplete iliberal idemocracy iwill 

itriumph iover iall iother iforms iof igovernment iin 

ithe iworld—a irather ioptimistic istatement, ias 

ihistory iwould ilater idemonstrate. 
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Based ion ia isurvey iof ithe idefinitions 

iof ithe iterm isupplied iby ivarious ischolars, 

iCharles iTillyi(2007) igrouped itheir iposition iinto 

ifour icategories: iprocedural, isubstantive, 

iconstitutional, iand iprocess-oriented imeanings. 

iTilly iexplained ithat ithe iconstitutional iapproach 

iis iprimarily iemployed ito idistinguish ibetween 

ithe iruling iregimes ior igovernments,ias iis ithe 

icase iin ivarious isouthern inations. iAs ievidenced 

iby ithe istate's ilegal iframework i(constitution) 

iand ithe iexistence iof ia iparliament, iwhich imay 

ibe iviewed ias ian iextension iof ithe iexecutive 

ibranch iof igovernment icurrently iin ipower, ia 

idespotic imilitary ileader itransforms iinto ia 

icivilian idictator, iand ithe imilitary igovernment 

itransforms iinto ia idemocratic igovernment. iThe 

iinternational icommunity irecognizes ithis ieven 

ithough ithe ipractice icompletely iviolates ithe 

iidea iof ifree, ifair, iand icredible ielections. iThe 

isubstantive iapproach iis ithe inext istrategy iunder 

iconsideration. iIt idiscusses ipolitics ias iwell ias 

ithe ifundamental irights, ivalues, iand 

irequirements ithat ithe icurrent isystem iimposes, 

isuch ias iwhether ithe iregime ifosters iindividual 

iliberty, iwelfare, ior isecurity. iOne iis istill 

iconcerned ithat ithese itheoretical 

irecommendations ifor idemocratic iideals iand 

ipractices iare imade ito istates iwithout iany 

imeans iof irequiring icompliance, iaside ifrom ia 

inegative iinternational ireputation ithat 

iencourages imost iostensibly idemocratic istates 

ito iadopt idemocratic iprinciples ibased ion iwhat 

iserves itheir iinterests ior ialigns iwith itheir 

iaspirations. 

The iProcedural imethod ialso iexamines 

iseveral igovernment iactivities ito idetermine 

iwhether ior inot ithe iregime iqualifies ias 

idemocratic. iThis itactic iis iutilized, ifor 

iexample, iby ithe iUnited iStates-based ithink-tank 

iFreedom iHouse, iwhich iassigns idemocracy 

iscores iand ifreedom idegrees ito inations iby 

ilooking ifor ia ivariety iof iprocedural iaspects. 

iAs ilovely ias ithis imay iseem, ias iwas ialready 

imentioned, imost ithird-world icountries isponsor 

igroups iand icounter iagencies ito idefend iagainst 

ithe imethodology, iprocedures, iand itrue 

iintentions iof ithe iinternational iorganizations 

icarrying iout ithese iprocedural ichecks ion ithe 

istate. iAs ia iresult, ithis iprocedure's iimpact ion 

ithe iaffected istate iin imost iof ithese icountries iis 

iquite ilimited.iWhen isuch ireports iare ifavorable 

ito ithe igovernment, ithey iare ialmost ialways 

iaccepted, ibut iwhen ithey iare inot, ithey iare 

ioutright idisregarded iand idisputed. 

Definitions iof iprocess-oriented 

iapproaches ifocus ion ithe irequirement ithat ia 

iminimum inumber iof iprocesses ibe iongoing ifor 

ithe ienvironment ito iqualify ias idemocratic. iAll 

ithese imethods ifurther idemonstrate ithat 

idemocracy iis ia iprocess irather ithan ia igoal iin 

iand iof iitself. iAs ia iresult, inations igradually 

iadopted ithem ito ibecome ifully idemocratic. 

iMost ischolars iagree ithat i"the idemocratic 

iprocess iis ithat iinstitutional istructure ifor 

ireaching ipolitical idecisions iin iwhich ipeople 

ipossess ithe iauthority ito imake ichoices ithrough 

ia icompetitive icontest ifor ithe ipeople's ivote" iis 

ithe imost ifundamental idefinition iof 

idemocracyi(Schumpeter, i2003). iHowever, 

iSchumpeter's idefinition ifocuses iprimarily ion 

iprocedural iissues. iIt ileaves iout iother icrucial 

ielements ithat ithe iidea iof idemocracy ientails, 

ilike ithe igovernment's iresponsibility ito ithe 

ipeople, iattention ito itheir ineeds iand 

ipreferences, iand ithe iprovision iof ichannels ifor 

ithe ipublic ito iparticipate iin ithe iformulation iof 

ipolicyi(Diamond, i1997; iKurki, i2010). 

Building ion ithe iprocedural iidea, 

ipolitical iscientist iRobert iDahl iproduced ithe 

i"polyarchal idemocracy" itheoryi(1971), iwhich 

iessentially isuggests ithat iauthority iis iplaced iin 

iseveral ipeople. iHe idefined iseveral ifundamental 

icomponents ifor ipolyarchies, ia iterm ihe 

ifrequently iused ito idescribe icontemporary 

iWestern idemocracies. iDahl's ipluralist iparadigm 

iincorporates icrucial idemocratic icomponents 

ilike icompetition iand ithe iimportance iof 

iparticipation. iA igovernment imust ihave isix 

icharacteristics iin iorder ito ibe iconsidered 

i"polyarchal," iincluding ielected iofficials, ifair 

iand iregular ielections, ifreedom iof 

iexpression,iaccess ito ialternative imedia, 

ifreedom iof iassociation, iand iuniversal iadult 

isuffragei(inclusive icitizenship) i(Dahl i1998; 

i2005). iAccording ito iseveral iacademics, iDahl's 

ithesis isimplified ia ipreviously iambiguous iidea 

iand ican ibe iused ias ia ichecklist ito iassess 

iwhether ia ination ican ibe icategorized ias ia 

idemocracyi(Tilly, i2007). iAccording ito iothers, 

iDahl's iconcept iof idemocracy iincludes 

ifundamental icivil iliberties ithat iallow ipeople ito 

iparticipate iin iinformed iwaysi(Menocal, i2007). 

Consequently, ia ipolitical isystem imust 

ifulfill ithe ifollowing icriteria iin iorder ito ibe 

icalled ia idemocracy: i(i) iGlobal iadult isuffrage, 

i(ii) iRegular, iFree, iCompetitive, iand iFair 

ielections, i(iii) ithe ipresence iof imultiple 

ipolitical iparties, iand i(iv) ialternative iand 

idiverse iinformation isources iround iout ithe 
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ilisti(Morlino, i2008). iAccording ito iTillyi(2007), 

ia imore isimplified idefinition iof ia igovernment 

iis idemocratic ito ithe ilevel ithat ipolitical 

iconnections iexist ibetween ithe istate iand iits 

ipopulation, iincluding iwidespread, iequality, 

isecured, iand ijointly ibinding idiscussion i(Tilly, 

i2007). iThe isignificance iof iaccountability iis 

iemphasized iin ithe iterm's imore ispecific 

idefinitions. iTypically, idemocracy iobservers 

idistinguish ithree ilevels iof iaccountability: 

isociocultural iresponsibility, iwhich ialso irefers 

ito ithe ialleged i"regulatory ibody" ioperations iof 

ithe icivil isociety iorganizations; iVertical 

iaccountability iand ihorizontal iaccountability iare 

iterms iused ito idescribe ithe ivarious igovernment 

istructures' iaccountability iprocesses. iCitizens 

ican ihold itheir igovernment iaccountable ithrough 

ivertical iaccountability. 

Dahli(1971) idistinguished ithe ifollowing 

ipolitical isystems ibased ion itheir ilevels iof 

iinvolvement iand iinclusion iand itheir iright ito 

ichallenge. iHegemonies icome iin ifour 

idifferentiflavors. iThere iare ifour itypes iof 

ihegemonies: iI. iclosed ihegemonies, iin iwhich 

icitizens ihave ino iright ito ioppose; iII. 

icompetitive ioligarchies, iin iwhich ionly ia ifew 

icitizens ihave ithe iright ito ioppose; iIII. 

iinclusive ihegemonies, iin iwhich ieveryone iis 

ipermitted ito iparticipate; iand iIV. ipolyarchies, 

iin iwhich iall icitizens ihave ian iequal iright ito 

ioppose. iAccording ito iDahl's iconcept, ithe ipath 

ito idemocratization ior iliberalization icomprises 

ithe iregime igradually ichanging ifrom ia isealed 

isupremacy ito ia irival ioligarchy, ithen ito ian 

iopen ihegemony, iand ifinally ito ia ihybrid 

iregime. iMore iinclusivity iand iopportunities ifor 

ipublic idiscussion iaid ithis iprogress. 

Dahl iargues ithat iliberalization ithat iis 

iachieved ithrough ithe islow iadaptation iand 

iinterpersonal iinteractions iliberalization ithat iis 

iaccomplished iby iomitting iany iof ithe i"rules iof 

ithe igame" ileads ito ihealthier iand imore istable 

ipolyarchies ithrough irevolutionary istages iand 

iarriving iat ithe idestination i"polyarchy" ivia ia 

ibrief, iwhich iis iheavily iburdened iwith ia 

igreater irisk ifor ithe iachieved idemocracy ito 

ibackslide ior ireverse. iSince imost itransitional 

idemocracies iin iAfrica, iAsia, iand iLatin 

iAmerica iare iauthoritarian iin inature iand 

ithrough ithe iconstitution, irules iand ipolicies iare 

ienacted ithat ionly ibenefit ithe ielites iand itheir 

icronies, imost ipeople ilive iin iutter idestitution 

iand ipoverty; ithis ipostulate ihas iindeed ifailed 

imiserably iin ithese iregions. iWithout ia idoubt, 

ithis iis ito iblame ifor ithe ihigh irates iof icrime, 

ivices, iand iother iissues ithat ipose ia ithreat ito 

ithe imaintenance iof idemocratic inorms iin ithese 

inations. 

Despite ithis, idemocracy ihas iwon imany 

isupporters iby igiving ithe isense iof idemocratic 

idecision-making iand iindividual ifreedom, ibut 

idemocracy igoes iwell ibeyond 

itheiaforementioned itheoretical itenets. iTo 

ipresume ithat ithe igovernment iof ithe, iby ithe 

iand ifor ithe ipeople ishould ibe itaken ias ithe 

ikey ielements ithat iassure isuch ipluralism iand 

iinclusion ishould ibe iconsidered ifor ia ifunctional 

idemocracy iis iusually ifalse. iSo, ithis iteaches ius 

ithat idemocracy iconnects ithe ipeople iand ithe 

igovernment, iand ithat iconnection ican ibe imade 

iin iseveral iways, iincluding ithrough ia 

igovernment ithat iis irun iby, ifor, iand ifor ithe 

ipeople. iTo ienable ivarious ipluralist igroups ito 

ifully irealize itheir idesired iambitions, 

idemocracy ishould icare ifor iits icitizens' iwelfare 

iand ipolitical, ieconomic, iand isocial iaspirations. 

Most ithird-world inations iin iAfrica, 

iAsia, iand iLatin iAmerica ihave iadopted 

idemocracy ias ia iuniversal ipolitical isolution. 

iAccording ito iGabrielle, iGordon, iLynch, iand 

iCrawfordi(2011), iall iSub-Saharan iAfrican 

inations inow ihave ihigher ilevels iof idemocracy 

ithan ithey idid iin ithe ilate i1980s. iHowever, 

iGabrielle, iL. iand iGordon iC. iadvocate ifor 

imore isubstantial idemocratic iprocesses ithat 

iseek ito iprotect iAfricans' isocioeconomic irights 

iin iaddition ito itheir icivil iand ipolitical 

irightsi(Gabrielle iet ial., i2011). iAccording ito 

iJohni(2010), ithe idemocratic iprocess ialso ineeds 

ito iprotect iindividual irights iand iensure 

ieveryone ihas ian iequal ichance iof isuccess. 

The iexplanation iprimarily ireflects ithe 

itheoretical iside iof ithe iidea iof idemocracy. iThe 

iassumption iof icitizens' iequality iduring ithe 

iconduct iof ia ifree, ifair, iand icredible ielection 

iis ivital, ieven iif iit idoes inot imention iequity. 

iSome iof ithese ielections imerely iserve ito iratify 

ior isupport ipredetermined icandidates ito igive 

ithe iprocess ithe iappearance iof ian ielection. 

iHuman irights imay inot ialways ibe imaintained 

iequally ibecause, ias iin ia icapitalist idemocracy, 

iyour irights iare ionly iprotected ito ithe iextent iof 

iyour iaccess ito iresources,iwealth, ior iownership 

iof ithe imeans iof iproduction. iAs ia iresult, iit iis 

iup ito isociety's ieducated iand ibourgeois iclasses 

ito icomprehend iand iput idemocracy iinto 

ipractice. iDemocracy ialso imeans iself-

government iof iequals, iwhich iis iuseful ito iplace 

ilimits iand icontrol ion iotherwise iunchecked 

ipoweri(Keane, i2009). iI idisagree iwith ithis 
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iviewpoint ibecause ithe isystem ipromotes ithe 

iruling iclass, iwhich iin iturn isupports ithe 

igoverning ielite iin isociety, ias iRalph iMiliband 

iand iNicos iPaulantzas icaptured. iMiliband 

iprovides ihis iviewpoint ion ihow ithe istate 

iworks ito iadvance icapitalist iinterests iin iThe 

iState iin iCapitalist iSociety. iHe icontends ithat 

ithis iis iattributable ito ithe igovernment's 

imembers'i(1) isocial ibackgrounds ias iwell ias i(2) 

irelationships iwith iand iinfluence iover igroups 

iof ithe iruling ielites. 

The ination, ias iwell ias ithe ibourgeois 

iclass, ihas ian iobjective irelationship. iThus, ithe 

idirect iinvolvement iof ithe icategory iof ithe 

iruling ielites iin ithe istate imachinery iis inot ithe 

iissue, ibut, iunfortunately, ithe ioutcome iof ithe 

istate's irole, iin iparticular ithe iinterests iof ithe 

idominant iclass iand isocial istrata, icoincide. iThe 

icurrent idiscussion iis ifocused ion iwhether 

idemocracy iis ithe iroot icause iand ikey ienabler 

iof ieconomic iprogress. iEconomic idevelopment, 

ijob icreation, iempowerment, iand iall iother 

ivariables iare inow idependent ion idemocracy, 

iwhich ihas ireplaced ithem ias ithe iindependent 

ivariable. iThe ipolitical isignificance iis ithat iall 

inations ican inow iaccept, itolerate, iand isupport 

idemocracy, ibut ihow ihave igraduate iyoungsters 

ifared iunder isuch ia idemocratic iregime? 

i(Adejumbi, i2000) iAccording ito iSoludo i(2005), 

iwho imade ia ivalid ipoint, ia isustainable 

idemocracy iendures iover itime, igrows iin 

ifundamental ilegitimacy iand iacceptability 

iregardless iof ithe ipolitical iparty iin ipower, iand 

iproduces idynamic idividends iof ijustice iand 

iequality, igood igovernance,ipeace, iand 

ifundamental ifreedoms, irapid ieconomic 

idevelopment, iand ipromotion iand iprotection iof 

iprivate ienterprise iand iproperty irights i(Soludo, 

i2005). i 

Despite ithe inotion ithat idemocracy iis 

ithe igovernment iof ithe ipeople, igovernment iby 

ithe ipeople, iand igovernment ifor ithe ipeople, iit 

ihas ifailed iin imany ispheres ias iseen iin isome 

iof itheir iattraction iin ithe irecent ipast, ibut ithe 

ipromise iof ifreedom iand iequality istill iholds 

igreat iappeal ifor ipeople iall iaround ithe iworld, 

ieven ithough imost ideveloping inations ihave inot 

iseen imuch ibenefit ifrom iits iapplication. iTo 

iincrease ithe ipopularity iand ilegitimacy iof itheir 

irule, imany iauthoritarian ior isemi-authoritarian 

igovernments icontinue ito ipay imouth iservice ito 

idemocracy iand idemocratic ivalues. iThis imay 

inot ibe iunrelated ito ithe ipeculiarities iof isome 

ielements, ihistorical idivisions, iand icultural 

itraditions iingrained iin ithese icountries, iwhich 

iundermine ithe ipractice iof iaccountability, 

itransparency, iequality, iand ifreedom iof 

iexpression ias ifundamental itenets iof 

idemocracy. 

John iKeane itraces ithe ihistory iof idemocracy 

iand ishows ihow iits idefinition, ialong iwith 

idemocratic iinstitutions iand ivalues, ihas ichanged 

iover itime iin ihis i2009 ibook i"Life iand iDeath 

iof iDemocracy." iThere iare ithree iphases iin ithe 

idevelopment iof idemocracy, iaccording ito 

iKeanei(2009): 

(1) Assembly idemocracy, iwhen idemocracy 

iwas ispatially irestricted iand ibased ion ipublic 

iforums. i 

(2) Direct idemocracy, iwhich ihe icontrasts 

iwith irepresentative idemocracyi(starting iin 

i1776), iis ia isystem ithrough iwhich icitizens 

ichoose irepresentatives ito irepresent ithem iand 

iexpress itheir ipreferences i"through" ithem. 

(3) Monitory idemocracy iis ithe 

iactual isituation iof idemocracy ias iwe iknow iit, 

icharacterized iby ithe iexistence iof inumerous 

i"power-monitoring" iand i"power-controlling" 

iinstitutions iand itools, ialso ireferred ito ias 

i"watch-dogs," i"barking idogs," iand i"guide 

idogs" i— iincluding ia ivariety iof iforums isuch 

ias iblogs, iparticipatory ibudgeting, icommissions, 

iassemblies, itribunals, icourts, icitizen ijuries, iand 

iothers imechanisms ifor ikeeping ian ieye ion iand 

ireining iin ipower. 

Furthermore, idemocracy iconstantly 

ichanges, ias iKeanei(2009) inotes. iIt ihas inot iyet 

ibeen icompleted. iNo idemocracy iis iever 

i"sufficient ienough" ior ideemed ifree iof ithe 

irequirement ifor iremodeling, ireengineering, iand 

iimproved iperformance, ias iit iis idebatable 

iwhether idemocracies iare i"consolidated," 

i"transitional," ior i"failed"i(Keane i(2009, ip. 

i867), ione iwould ithink ithat ia iviral idemocracy 

ilike ithat iof ithe iUnited iStates iwould ihave ia 

iseamless itransition ifree iof ithe iprotest iand 

icontestation iof iresults iwe irecently iexperienced 

iin ithe iUS iCapitol. iThere ihas ibeen idiscussion 

iabout ithe iphrase i"transitional idemocracy," 

iwhich ifirst igained ipopularity iat ithe iturn iof 

ithe i20th icentury iand ihas isince ibeen iapplied 

ito inewly ifounded idemocracies ithat iare 

ichanging itheir ipolitical istructures. iThe 

ipeaceful ipower itransfer ifrom ian iincumbent 

ipresident iwho ivoluntarily iconceded idefeat iand 

iturned iover ipower ito ithe iopposition. iThis 

ioccurred iin iNigeria iduring ithe igeneral 

ielections iin i2015 ias ia isignificant iturning ipoint 

iin ithe idemocracy iprocess. 
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Carothersi(2002) imakes ithe icase iin ia 

idifferent ibook ithat ithe i"transition iparadigm" 

ihas ioutgrown iits iusefulness iand ithe ifact ithat 

iso-called i"transitional" inations iof ithe iworld 

iare imore icomplicated iand ido inot ialways 

imatch ithe i"transition iparadigm's" 

icoreiassumptions. iBy icomparing ithe ipolitical 

itrajectories iof itransition idemocracies iwith ieach 

iof ithe ifive ifundamental ipremises ion iwhich 

ithe itransition iparadigm iis ibased, ihe iexamined 

ithe iefficacy iand iapplicability iof ithe itransition 

iparadigm. iThe iparadigm's iinitial ipremise iis 

ithat iany ination i"leaning itoward idemocracy iis 

imoving iaway ifrom iauthoritarianism." iThis 

iassumption, iaccording ito iCarothers, ican ibe 

ifalse ibecause imany iTransitioning idemocracies 

ihave ichosen ia iconsistent inature ithat ilies 

iwithin iautocracy iand idemocracy. iHowever, 

ithey imay inot ibe iprogressing iin ithat 

idirectioni(Carothers, i2002). 

 iThe isecond ipresumption iis ithat ithe 

iprocess iof idemocratization iproceeds ithrough ia 

iset iorder iof iphases, iincluding idemocratic 

iopenness, ibreakthrough, itransition, iand 

iconsolidation. iHowever, iproponents iof 

idemocracy iargue ithat ithe inations ican ialso 

iregress ior istagnate ion ithis icourse ias iwell ias 

imove ifarther iin ithe idirection iof 

iconsolidationi(Carothers, i2002). iThe ithird 

ipresumption iis ithat ielections iplay ia icrucial 

iand ifundamental ifunction iin ia idemocracy. iAs 

iit iis igenerally iacknowledged ithat ifree iand ifair 

ielections ido inot iguarantee idemocracy, 

iCarothers ipoints iout ithat ithey iare inonetheless 

iseen ito iencourage ipolitical iinvolvement iand 

iraise ipublic itrust iin ithe igovernment. iThe 

ifourth ipremise iasserts ithat ithe ipresent-day 

icircumstances iof itransitioning inations—such ias 

itheir ifinancial isituation, ipolitical ihistories, 

iinstitutional ilegacies,ietc.—do inot iaffect ithe 

ioutcomes iof idemocracy. iThe i"no iprecondition" 

ifor idemocracy itheory, iwhich iwas icreated ito 

idisprove ithe inotion ithat idemocracy iis inot ifor 

ieveryone, iis iwhat ithis iis iknown ias. iEven 

ithough iwe iconcur iwith ithese icarefully 

iconsidered ipresumptions, ithey ican ibe 

iquestioned iand isubject ito icritiques ias iwe ilook 

iat idifferent idemocratic iexperiences iin icountries 

iwith ivarying iinstitutional ilegacies, ihistories, 

icultures, iand ieconomic igrowth irates. iThese 

idiverseidemocratic iexperiences iare ioutlined iin 

ithe iprescriptions iand irecommendations imade 

iby iinternational inon-governmental iinstitutions. 

The iparadigm's i5
th

 ipremise iis ithat ithe 

i"third iwave" iof idemocratic itransition ioccurred 

iin iwell-functioning inations ithat ialready imet iall 

ithe irequirements ifor ibecoming idemocracies. 

iThis iassertion iis ialso idebatable ibecause imany 

itransitioning inations iare ithought ito ihave ihad 

istates ithat iwere iessentially inon-functional iafter 

ithe idissolution iof ithe iSoviet iUnion; ithey ihad 

ito irebuild ithe ipolitical isystems ifrom ithe 

ibottom iupi(Carothers, i2002; iAcemoglu i& 

iRobinson, i2012). iDespite ithe ichallenges iand 

iarguments iover ithe iterm i"transitional", imany 

iresearchers iand iobservers icontinue ito iuse iit 

iinformally ito irefer ito iother icountries iin ithe 

iprocess iof ichanging ifrom idictatorship ito 

idemocracy. iAlong iwith iSingapore, iIran, 

iVenezuela, iKyrgyzstan, iNigeria, iand iother 

inations, iDiamond, ianother ianalyst, ilists 

iArmenia ias ione iof ithe inations i"that iinhabit 

ian iunclear iarea ibetween idemocracy iand iovert 

idictatorship." iHe iemphasizes ithe ineed ithat, 

iwhile ithese icountries ihave isome icivil isociety 

iand ihold ielections, ithey ialso ihave irestricted 

ifreedoms iof iassociation iand ielections ithat iare 

iroutinely irigged iand ifraudulent. iThese 

icountries iare isometimes iknown ias i"managed 

idemocracies," i"hybrid iregimes," ior i"elective 

iauthoritarian iregimes"i(Paczynska, i2008:26). i 

One iof ithe imain ireasons ifor ithe 

iunderperformance iof ithe inew idemocracies iand 

ithe iauthoritarian ibacklash, iaccording ito imany 

icommentators, iis ithe iabsence iof ian iengaged 

icitizenry ior i"civic ineighborhood" ias iwell ias 

iindependent iand ifunctional idemocratic 

iinstitutions iin ithose icountriesi(Putnam i1993, 

i2000; iDiamond i2008). iThe 

iperspectiveimentioned iabove ilends icredibility 

ito ithis istudy isince iit isuggests ithat idemocracy 

imay inot ibe ipracticed iwell iand ieffectively 

ibecause igraduate iyouth iand iother imembers iof 

ithe iyouth isection iof ithe ipopulation iare inot 

iincluded. 

 

2.4.1 Principles iof iDemocracy 

The iprinciples iof idemocracy iconstitute 

ithe ibedrock iupon iwhich idemocratic 

igovernance iis ibuilt. iThese ifundamental 

iprinciples iencapsulate ithe icore ivalues, inorms, 

iand itenets ithat iguide ithe ifunctioning iof 

idemocratic isocieties iworldwide. iUnderstanding 

ithese iprinciples iis iessential ito igrasp ithe 

iessence iof idemocracy iitself, ias ithey idefine 

ithe irelationship ibetween ithe istate iand iits 

icitizens, ithe iprotection iof iindividual irights, ithe 

imechanisms iof idecision-making, iand ithe ivery 

iessence iof idemocratic ilegitimacy. iIn ithis 

isegment, iwe iembark ion ian iin-depth 
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iexploration iof ithe iprinciples iof idemocracy, 

ishedding ilight ion ithe ifoundational iconcepts 

ithat iunderpin idemocratic igovernance. iBy 

idelving iinto ithese iprinciples, iwe ican igain ia 

icomprehensive iunderstanding iof ithe iideals, 

irights, iand ivalues ithat idrive idemocratic 

isocieties, iand iappreciate ithe iprofound iimpact 

ithey ihave ion ishaping ithe ipolitical, isocial, iand 

ilegal ilandscape iof inations iacross ithe iglobe. 

 

Popular iSovereignty 
At ithe iheart iof idemocracy ilies ithe iprinciple iof 

ipopular isovereignty, iwhich iholds ithat iultimate 

iauthority irests iwith ithe ipeoplei(Dahl, i1989). 

iThis iprinciple isuggests ithat icitizens, 

icollectively iand iindividually, iare ithe imain 

iorigin iof ipolitical ipower iin ia idemocracy. 

iPopular isovereignty iimplies ithat iindividuals 

ihave ithe iright ito iparticipate iin ithe ipolitical 

iprocess, iand iit iforms ithe ibasis ifor idemocratic 

ilegitimacy. iCitizens iexpressitheir iwill ithrough 

ivarious imeans, iincluding ivoting iin ielections 

iand iengaging iin ipolitical iactivities. 

 

Rule iof iLaw 
The irule iof ilaw iis ianother ifundamental 

iprinciple iof idemocracy, iemphasizing ithat iall 

iindividuals, iincluding igovernment iofficials, iare 

isubject ito iand iaccountable iunder ithe 

ilawi(Dicey, i1885). iIn ia idemocratic isystem, ino 

ione iis iabove ithe ilaw, iand ilegal iprocesses 

imust ibe ifair, iimpartial, iand itransparent. iThe 

irule iof ilaw iis iessential ifor isafeguarding 

iindividual irights iand iensuring ithat igovernment 

iactions iare iconsistent iwith ithe iestablished 

ilegal iframework. iIt iprovides ia imechanism ifor 

iaddressing igrievances iand idisputes ithrough 

iimpartial icourts iand ilegal iprocesses. 

 

Individual iRights iand iFreedoms 
A icornerstone iof idemocratic igovernance iis ithe 

iprotection iof iindividual irights iand ifreedoms. 

iIn idemocratic isocieties, iindividuals iare 

iguaranteed icertain iinalienable irights, isuch ias 

ifreedom iof ispeech, ifreedom iof ithe ipress, 

ifreedom iof iassembly, iand ithe iright ito ia ifair 

itriali(Rawls, i2005). iThese irights iensure ithat 

iindividuals ican iexpress itheir iopinions, iengage 

iin ipeaceful iassembly, iand iseek iredress ifor 

igrievances. iThe iprotection iof iindividual irights 

iis ivital ifor isafeguarding ipersonal iautonomy, 

ipreventing igovernment ioverreach, iand ifostering 

ia ipluralistic iand iopen isociety. 

 

Equality iand iNon-Discrimination 

Democracy iplaces ia istrong iemphasis ion 

iequality iand inon-discrimination, iensuring ithat 

iall icitizens iare itreated iwith iequal irespect iand 

idignity iunder ithe ilawi(Dworkin, i2002).iThis 

iprinciple iencompasses inot ionly ilegal iequality 

ibut ialso isocial iand ieconomic iequality. iIn ia 

idemocratic isociety, ipolicies iand ilaws iare 

idesigned ito ipromote ifairness iand iequal 

iopportunities. iThis iprinciple iis iintegral ito 

imitigating isocial idisparities iand iensuring ithat 

iall iindividuals ihave ia ivoice iin ithe idemocratic 

iprocess. 

Citizen iParticipation 
Citizen iparticipation iis ia icore idemocratic 

iprinciple ithat iencourages iindividuals ito iengage 

iin ipolitical iactivities, ivote iin ielections, iand ibe 

iactively iinvolved iin idecision-making 

iprocessesi(Fung, i2003). iParticipation iin ia 

idemocracy iis inot ilimited ito ielections ibut 

iextends ito ivarious iforms iof icivic iengagement, 

isuch ias iadvocacy, icommunity iorganizing, iand 

iparticipation iin ipublic iforums. iThis iprinciple 

ihighlights ithe iimportance iof icitizens' 

iinvolvement iin ishaping ithe ipolicies iand 

idecisions ithat iaffect itheir ilives. iA irobust 

idemocratic isystem idepends ion ithe iactive 

iparticipation iof ian iinformed iand iengaged 

icitizenry. 

Accountability iand iTransparency 
In idemocratic igovernance, iaccountability iand 

itransparency iare ivital iprinciples. iGovernment 

iofficials iand iinstitutions iare iaccountable ito ithe 

ipublic ifor itheir iactions iand 

idecisionsi(Przeworski, i2010). iThis 

iaccountability iis ifacilitated ithrough 

imechanisms isuch ias iregular ielections, ithe 

ifreedom iof ithe ipress ito iscrutinize igovernment 

iactions, iand ipublic iaccess ito igovernment 

iinformation. iTransparency iensures ithat 

igovernment ioperations iare iopen ito ipublic 

iscrutiny, ienhancing ipublic itrust iand ireducing 

ithe ipotential ifor icorruption iand iabuse iof 

ipower. 

Pluralism iand iTolerance 
Democracy ithrives ion ithe iprinciples iof 

ipluralism iand itolerance, iacknowledging ithe 

idiversity iof iopinions, ibeliefs, iand ibackgrounds 

iwithin isocietyi(Dahl, i1989). iThese iprinciples 

ipromote ithe icoexistence iof idiffering 

iviewpoints iand iensure ithat iminority ivoices iare 

iheard iand irespected. iPluralism iencourages 

ihealthy idebates, icompromise, iand ithe 

iaccommodation iof idiverse iperspectives iwithin 

ithe idemocratic iprocess. iTolerance iis iessential 

ifor ifostering isocial icohesion iand ipreventing 
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idiscrimination ior iexclusion ibased ion 

idifferences. 

Protection iof iMinority iRights 
A idemocratic isociety iis icharacterized iby iits 

icommitment ito iprotecting iminority irightsi(Mill, 

i1859). iThis iprinciple iensures ithat iminority 

igroups, iwhether ibased ion iethnicity, ireligion, 

igender, ior iany iother icharacteristic, iare inot 

imarginalized ior ioppressed. iProtecting iminority 

irights iis ia ifundamental iaspect iof iupholding 

ithe iprinciples iof iequality iand inon-

discrimination. iIt idemonstrates ia idemocratic 

icommitment ito iinclusivity iand ithe ibelief ithat 

iall iindividuals, iregardless iof itheir ibackground, 

ideserve iequal iprotection iunder ithe ilaw. 

Peaceful iTransition iof iPower 
The ipeaceful itransition iof ipower iis ia ihallmark 

iof idemocratic igovernancei(Linz i& iStepan, 

i1996). iIn ia idemocracy, ileaders, iand 

igovernments icome iand igo ithrough ifree iand 

ifair ielections. iThe iprinciple iemphasizes ithat 

ipolitical ipower ishould ichange ihands iwithout 

iviolence, iensuring ithat ithe iwill iof ithe ipeople 

iis irespected. iThis iprinciple idistinguishes 

idemocratic isystems ifrom iauthoritarian iones 

iand iunderlines ithe iimperative iof ifollowing ithe 

irule iof ilaw iand idemocratic inorms. 

However, ithe iprinciples iof idemocracy 

iencompass ipopular isovereignty, ithe irule iof 

ilaw, iindividual irights iand ifreedoms, iequality 

iand inon-discrimination, icitizen iparticipation, 

iaccountability iand itransparency, ipluralism iand 

itolerance, ithe iprotection iof iminority irights, 

iand ithe ipeaceful itransition iof ipower. iThese 

iprinciples icollectively iform ithe ibedrock iof 

idemocratic igovernance, iguiding ithe 

iorganization iof ipolitical isystems iand ithe 

iprotection iof iindividual iliberties. iDemocracy iis 

inot ia imonolithic iconcept ibut ia idynamic 

isystem ithat iadapts ito ithe idiverse ineeds iand 

ivalues iof isocieties iwhile iupholding ithese 

ifundamental iprinciples. iUnderstanding iand 

iupholding ithese iprinciples iare icrucial ifor ithe 

isustenance iand iadvancement iof idemocratic 

igovernance. 

Democratic igovernance, ia icornerstone iof 

imodern ipolitical isystems, ichampions iindividual 

irights iand ifreedoms isuch ias ifreedom iof 

ispeech, iassembly, idemonstration, ilobbying, iand 

ipublishing, icollectively iunderpinning ithe 

iprinciples iof iliberal idemocracyi(Diamond, 

i1997). iLiberal idemocracy, ioften idefined ias ia 

ipolitical isystem iin iwhich irepresentative 

idemocracy ioperates iwithin ithe iframework iof 

iliberal ivalues, iunderscores ithe iparamount 

iimportance iof ipreserving iand isafeguarding 

iindividual ifreedoms iand ilibertiesi(Diamond, 

i1997). iThis iemphasis ion iindividual irights iand 

ifreedoms inot ionly icharacterizes iliberal 

idemocracy ibut ialso iserves ias ia ifundamental 

ipillar iof ithe ibroader idemocratic ilandscape. 

While ithe iconcept iof idemocracy iis icentral ito 

ipolitical idiscourse, ireaching ia iconsensus ion iits 

iprecise idefinition iremains ia ichallenging itask. 

iThe isubject iis inot imerely iof iacademic 

iinterest; iit icarries isignificant ipractical 

iimplications, iparticularly iin ithe icontext iof 

idemocracy ipromotion iand iforeign ipolicy. iThe 

iUnited iStates, ifor iinstance, iplacesidemocracy 

ipromotion ihigh ion iits iforeign-policy iagenda; 

ihowever, ieven iwithin ithe iUS igovernment, 

ithere iis ino iunanimity iregarding iwhat 

iconstitutes ia idemocracy. iAs iHorowitzi(2006) 

iaptly inotes, i"The iworld's ionly isuperpower iis 

irhetorically iand imilitarily ipromoting ia ipolitical 

isystem ithat iremains iundefined—and iit iis 

istaking iits icredibility iand itreasure ion ithat 

ipursuit." iThis iunderscores ithe iintricate inature 

iof idefining idemocracy, ia iconcept ithat iis 

ipivotal inot ionly iin iacademic icircles ibut ialso 

iin ithe ipractical irealm iof iglobal ipolitics. 

Democracy iand ifreedom, ioften iused 

iinterchangeably, iare idistinct iconcepts, ialbeit 

iinherently iinterconnected. iAnother iway ito 

ithink iof idemocracy iis ias ia isystem iof inorms 

iand ivalues ithat iinstitutionalize ifreedom iand, iin 

ithe iprocess, isafeguard iit. iWhile ireaching ia 

iconsensus ion iprecise idefinitions iof idemocracy 

ihas iproven ielusive, icontemporary iobservers 

ibroadly iagree ithat ithe ipreservation iof iminority 

irights, ifree, icredible iand ifair ielections, ia 

igovernment ianchored ion iconsent ifrom ithe 

igoverned iand ithe imajority, iand irespect ifor 

ifundamental ihuman irights iare iall iessential 

icomponents iof ia idemocracy. iIn iessence, 

idemocracy ipresupposes iequality ibefore ithe 

ilaw, idue iprocess, iand ipolitical ipluralism, 

icontributing ito ia imultifaceted iand 

icomprehensive iframework iof 

igovernancei(Diamond, i1997). 

One iof ithe ipivotal iquestions ithat iemerges iis 

iwhether ithese ibasic ifeatures iprovide ia 

isatisfactory iconcept iof idemocracy. iWhile ithe 

ifoundational iprinciples iare iwell-established, 

ithere iis ian iongoing idebate ion ithe idefinition 

iof idemocracy imay ibe iexplored ito iencompass 

ia iwider ispectrum iof icharacteristics. iSome 

iargue ithat idemocracy iis ia ibinary iconcept, 

icategorizing istates ias ieither idemocratic ior 

inon-democratic, ileaving ino iroom ifor 
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iintermediate ior itransitional iforms. iHowever, ian 

iincreasing inumber iof ischolars iandipractitioners 

isupport ia imore inuanced iperspective, ione ithat 

irecognizes ivarying idegrees iof idemocratic 

igovernance. iThis inuanced iapproach iprovides ia 

iricher iunderstanding iof ithe idemocratic 

ilandscape, iallowing ifor idistinctions ibetween 

idifferent itypes iand ilevels iof idemocracy, ithus 

icapturing ithe icomplexity iof ireal-world ipolitical 

isystems. 

The imeasurement iof idemocracy ifurther 

icomplicates ithe iunderstanding iof ithis iintricate 

iconcept. iVarious iorganizations iand ischolars 

ihave ideveloped imeasures ito iassess iand 

iclassify ithe ilevel iof idemocracy iin idifferent 

icountries. iOne iprominent imeasure, iutilized 

iwidely iin iempirical iresearch, iis iproduced iby 

iFreedom iHouse, ia iUS-based iorganization. iIt 

iemploys ia iscale iof i1 ito i7 ito ievaluate 

ipolitical ifreedom iand icivil iliberties, iwith ithe 

iaverage iof ithese iindexes ioften iserving ias ian 

iindicator iof idemocracy. iThis imeasure, 

ispanning iback ito ithe iearly i1970s, ioffers ia 

icomprehensive iand iwidely iaccepted iassessment 

iof idemocracy, iaiding iin ithe ianalysis iof ithe 

irelationship ibetween idemocracy iand inumerous 

ieconomic iand isocialivariablesi(Freedom iHouse, 

in.d.). 

Another inotable imeasure, iknown ias ithe iPolity 

iProject, ioffers iregime iclassifications ifor ia 

imore ilimited iset iof icountries. iThese 

iclassifications iare ibased ion iminimalist 

idefinitions iof idemocracy iand istretch iback ito 

ithe i19th icentury. iWhile inot ias icomprehensive 

ias ithe iFreedom iHouse imeasure, ithey iprovide 

ian iimportant ihistorical iperspective ion ithe 

idevelopment iof idemocracy iand ihave ibeen 

iinstrumental iin ivarious iempirical 

istudiesi(Marshall i& iJaggers, i2009). 

Freedom iHouse idistinguishes ibetween i"electoral 

idemocracy" iand i"political ifreedom," ioffering 

itwo iessential iconcepts ifor ievaluating 

idemocracy. iAn ielectoral idemocracy, iin iits 

iminimal isense, icomprises istates iin iwhich 

ielections ibetween icontestingipolitical iparties 

iare iheld ithat iare ifrequent, ifree, iand ifair 

idetermine ipolitical ipower., iwith ithe ipossibility 

iof iincumbents ibeing ivoted iout iof ioffice. iIt 

irelies ion icriteria isuch ias ia icompetitive imulti-

party isystem, iuniversal iadult isuffrage, iregularly 

icontested ielections ibased ion isecret iballots, 

ireasonable iballot isecurity, iand ipublic iaccess iof 

imajor ipolitical iparties ito ithe ielectorate ithrough 

imedia iand iopen ipolitical 

icampaigningi(Freedom iHouse, in.d.). iIn 

icontrast, ithe iconcept iof ipolitical ifreedom 

iextends ibeyond ielectoral iprocesses iand 

iencompasses iaspects iof ipolitical ipluralism, ithe 

ifunctioning iof igovernment, iand iseveral ifacets 

iof iparticipationi(Freedom iHouse, in.d.). 

As ithe idebate ion ithe idimensions iand 

imeasurement iof idemocracy icontinues, ithere iis 

ia icrucial idistinction ito ibe imade ibetween 

i"thin" iand i"thick" iconcepts iof 

idemocracyi(Coppedge, i2005). iThe i"thin" 

iconcepts ialign iclosely iwith iRobert iDahl's 

iconcept iof ipolyarchy, iwhich ioutlines ieight 

iinstitutional irequirements ithat irepresent ikey 

ielements iof idemocracy. iThese irequirements 

iencompass iuniversal isuffrage, ieligibility ifor 

ipublic ioffice, ithe iright ito icompete ifor ivotes, 

ifree iand ifair ielections, ifreedom ito iform 

ipolitical iparties, ifreedom ito iexpress iopinions 

ion ipolitical imatters, idiverse isources iof 

iinformation, iand igovernment iresponsiveness ito 

ivoters' ipreferencesi(Dahl, i1971). 

On ithe iother ihand, i"thick" iconcepts iof 

idemocracy itake ia ibroader iperspective, 

iacknowledging ithe imultifaceted inature iof 

idemocratic igovernance iand ithe inumerous 

icomponents ithat icontribute ito ia ivibrant 

idemocracy. iThese iencompass inot ionly 

ielectoral iprocesses ibut ialso icivil iliberties, 

igovernment ifunctionality, ipolitical iparticipation, 

iand ithe ibroader ipolitical iculture iwithin ia 

icountry. iThe iDemocracy iIndex, ideveloped iby 

iThe iEconomist iIntelligence iUnit, iillustrates 

ithis imore icomprehensive iperspective 

ibyicategorizing icountries iinto ifour iregime 

itypes: i"full idemocracy," i"flawed idemocracy," 

i"hybrid iregime," iand i"authoritarian iregime." 

iThe iindex ievaluates icountries ibased ion 

ielectoral iprocesses iand ipluralism, icivil 

iliberties, ithe ifunctioning iof igovernment, 

ipolitical iparticipation, iand ipolitical iculture 

i(The iEconomist iIntelligence iUnit, i2019). 

The iunderstanding iand imeasurement iof 

idemocracy irepresent iintricate iand ievolving 

iaspects iof ipolitical iscience. iThe ifundamental 

iprinciples iof idemocracy, ioften iintertwined iwith 

iliberal ivalues, iform ithe ifoundation iof imodern 

igovernance. iWhile ia iconsensus ion iits iprecise 

idefinition iremains ielusive, idemocracy iis 

ibroadly irecognized ias ia isystem icharacterized 

iby iMinority irights, ifree iand ifair ielections, 

iconsent iof ithe igoverned, imajority irule, iand 

irespect ifor ihuman irights. iThe imeasurement iof 

idemocracy ioffers ia ilens ithrough iwhich 

ischolars iand ipolicymakers ican ianalyze iand 

icategorize idifferent ipolitical isystems, iwith 
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iorganizations isuch ias iFreedom iHouse iand ithe 

iPolity iProject iproviding ivaluable itools ifor ithis 

ipurpose. iFurthermore, ithe idistinction ibetween 

i"thin" iand i"thick" iconcepts iof idemocracy 

ienriches ithe idiscussion, ihighlighting ithe 

imultifaceted inature iof idemocratic igovernance 

iand ithe idiverse icomponents ithat icontribute ito 

iits ivitality. 

 

2.4.2 Democratic iInstitutions 

Democratic iinstitutions iare ithe ibedrock 

iof iany idemocratic isociety, iproviding ithe 

istructural iframework ithrough iwhich ithe 

iprinciples iof idemocracy iare irealized. iThese 

iinstitutions iencompass ia iwide irange iof 

ifunctions, ifrom ifacilitating ifree iand ifair 

ielections ito iupholding ithe irule iof ilaw, 

isafeguarding iindividual irights, iand ipromoting 

igovernment itransparency iand iaccountability. 

iDemocratic iinstitutions iare ithe ibuilding iblocks 

iof iaisystem ithat iempowers icitizens ito 

iparticipate iin ithe idecision-making iprocesses iof 

itheir ination iand iensures ithat igovernment 

ipower iis iexercised iin ithe ipublic iinterest. iThis 

iintroduction iprovides ian ioverview iof ithe ivital 

irole iplayed iby ithese iinstitutions iin idemocratic 

igovernance, ihighlighting itheir isignificance, ithe 

ichallenges ithey iface, iand itheir ievolving inature 

iin ithe icontemporary ipolitical ilandscape. 

At ithe iheart iof idemocratic igovernance 

iare ielections iand ielectoral isystems, iwhich 

igrant icitizens ithe ipower ito ichoose itheir 

irepresentatives, iexpress itheir ipreferences ion 

ipolicy imatters, iand ihold ithose iin ipower 

iaccountable. iThe iintegrity iand ifairness iof 

ielections iare iparamount, iensuring ithat ithey 

iremain ia itrue iexpression iof ipopular iwill. 

iLegislative ibodies, isuch ias iparliaments iand 

icongresses, iare iresponsible ifor imaking ilaws 

ifor igood igovernance, irepresenting ithe ibest 

iinterests iof ithe ipeople, iand iproviding 

ioversight ifunctions ion ithe iexecutive iand iother 

iarm iof igovernment. iTheir ieffectiveness irelies 

ion itheir icapacity ito iengage iin irobust idebates, 

ipass ilegislation, iand ihold ithe iexecutive 

iaccountable. 

The iexecutive ibranch, iheaded iby ithe 

ihead iof istate ior igovernment, iis itasked iwith 

iimplementing iand ienforcing ilaws, imaking 

ipolicy idecisions, iand irepresenting ithe ination 

idomestically iand iinternationally. iThe ijudiciary, 

ithrough icourts iand ijudges, iinterprets iand 

iupholds ithe ilaw, iprotecting iindividual irights 

iand isettling ilegal idisputes. iThe imedia, ioften 

ireferred ito ias ithe i"Fourth iEstate," iserves ias ia 

iwatchdog, iproviding iinformation, iscrutinizing 

igovernment iactions, iand ifacilitating ipublic 

idiscourse. iIn iaddition ito ithese ifoundational 

iinstitutions, ilocal iand isubnational igovernments, 

icivil isociety iorganizations, ioversight iand 

iaccountability imechanisms, ielection 

imanagement ibodies, iand iinternationaliand 

isupranational iinstitutions ialso icontribute ito ithe 

idemocratic igovernance ilandscape. iThese 

iinstitutions iaddress ilocal ineeds, iadvocate ifor 

isocial ijustice, iinvestigate icorruption iand iabuse 

iof ipower, ioversee ielections, iand ipromote 

iinternational icooperation. 

While ithese idemocratic iinstitutions 

iplay icrucial iroles, ithey iare inot iwithout 

ichallenges. iThreats ito ithe iintegrity iof 

ielections, ipolitical ipolarization, ithe iimpact iof 

idigital itechnologies ion iinformation 

idissemination, iand ithe ierosion iof ichecks iand 

ibalances iare ijust ia ifew iof ithe ichallenges 

idemocratic iinstitutions imust inavigate iin ithe 

icontemporary ipolitical ilandscape. iThese 

ichallenges iraise iquestions iabout ithe iresilience 

iand iadaptability iof idemocratic isystems iin ia 

irapidly ichanging iworld. iThis iexploration iof 

idemocratic iinstitutions ioffers ia icomprehensive 

iunderstanding iof itheir iroles, ichallenges, iand 

isignificance iin idemocratic igovernance. iIt 

iunderscores ithe icrucial irole ithey iplay iin 

iupholding ithe iprinciples iof idemocracy iand 

iempowering icitizens ito iactively iparticipate iin 

ishaping ithe ifuture iof itheir inations. iThe 

ifollowing isections iwill iprovide ian iin-depth 

iexamination iof ieach idemocratic iinstitution, 

ishedding ilight ion itheir ifunctions, ichallenges, 

iand irecent idevelopments iin ithe ipursuit iof ia 

ithriving idemocratic isociety. 

 

2.4.2.1. i Elections iand iElectoral iSystems 
Elections istand ias ithe iquintessential 

iexpression iof ipopular isovereignty iin 

idemocratic isocieties. iThey ioffer icitizens ithe 

iopportunity ito iinfluence ithe idirection iof itheir 

igovernment iby ichoosing itheir irepresentatives 

iand iexpressing itheir ipreferences ion icritical 

ipolicy imattersi(Norris, i2014). iHowever, ithe 

ieffectiveness iof ielectoral isystems iinitranslating 

ivoter ipreferences iinto ipolitical irepresentation iis 

ia itopic iof iconsiderable idebate. iRecent iyears 

ihave iseen ian iincreasing iemphasis ion ielectoral 

iintegrity, itransparency, iand iequal iaccess ito ithe 

ivoting iprocess. iChallenges isuch ias ivoter 

isuppression, igerrymandering, iand ithe iinfluence 

iof imoney iin ipolitics ihave iraised iconcerns 

iabout ithe ifairness iand ieffectiveness iof 
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ielectoral isystems iin ivarious 

idemocraciesi(Magaloni i& iKricheli, i2010). 

As itechnology iand idemographics 

ichange, ielectoral isystems imust iadapt ito 

imaintain itheir ilegitimacy. iRecent idiscussions 

ihave icentered ion ithe ichallenges iof iensuring 

isecure iand itransparent ivoting iprocesses. iThis 

iincludes iaddressing iissues ilike ivoter 

iregistration, ithe isecurity iof ielectronic ivoting 

isystems, iand isafeguarding iagainst icyber ithreats 

iand idisinformation icampaigns. iInnovations iin 

ielectoral isystems ihave iled ito idebates iabout 

ionline ivoting, iranked-choice ivoting, iand 

iproportional irepresentation, ias inations igrapple 

iwith ithe ibest imethods ito iuphold ithe iprinciples 

iof ifairness iand irepresentation iin ithe ielectoral 

iprocessi(Levin, iMorozov, i& iVekker, i2016). 

Electoral isystems ialso iface ichallenges 

irelated ito ithe ierosion iof ipublic itrust iin ithe 

ielection iprocess. iPerceived iirregularities iand 

ithe iinfluence iof idisinformation icampaigns ihave 

ifueled iskepticism iabout ithe iintegrity iof 

ielections iin isome idemocracies. iEnsuring 

ielectoral isystems iare irobust, itransparent, iand 

iaccessible ito iall icitizens iremains ia ivital itask 

ifor idemocratic iinstitutions, irequiring icontinued 

iadaptation iand ivigilance. 

 

2.4.2.2. Legislative iBodies 
Legislative ibodies, isuch ias iparliaments 

ior icongresses, iare ithe icore iinstitutions 

iresponsible ifor ienacting ilaws, irepresenting ithe 

iinterests iof icitizens, iand ioverseeing ithe 

iexecutive ibranch iof igovernmenti(Cox i& 

iMcCubbins, i2005). iTheir ieffectiveness iis 

ioftenimeasured iby itheir icapacity ito iengage iin 

ivigorous idebates, ipass ilegislation, iand ihold 

ithe iexecutive iaccountable. iHowever, 

ipolarization iand igridlock ihave ibecome 

iprominent iissues iin imany ilegislative ibodies, 

imaking iit ichallenging ito ireach iconsensus iand 

ipass inecessary ilegislation. iThe ipolarization iof 

ipolitics ihas iled ito ian iatmosphere iwhere 

ipartisan idivisions ioften itake iprecedence iover 

icollaborative ipolicymaking, iraising iquestions 

iabout ithe iability iof ilegislative ibodies ito 

iaddress ipressing iissuesi(McCarty, iPoole, i& 

iRosenthal, i2006). 

The itransparency, iethics, iand ifinancing 

iof ilegislative iactivities ihave ialso icome iunder 

iscrutiny. iThe irole iof imoney iin ipolitics ihas 

iled ito iconcerns iabout ithe iundue iinfluence iof 

ispecial iinterest igroups, iaffecting ithe ipolicy 

idecisions imade iwithin ilegislative ibodies. iTo 

iaddress ithese iconcerns, ithere ihave ibeen iefforts 

ito ipromote itransparency, ilimit icampaign 

icontributions, iand ienhance iethical istandards 

iwithin ilegislative iinstitutions. iFurthermore, 

ilegislative ibodies imust iadapt ito ichanges iin 

isociety, itechnology, iand idemographics. iDebates 

iabout iinclusivity, igender irepresentation, iand 

idiversity iwithin ilegislatures ihave iemerged ias 

icentral iconcerns. iEnsuring ithat ilegislative 

ibodies ireflect ithe idiversity iof ithe ipopulation 

ithey iserve iis ian iongoing ichallenge, iwith 

imany idemocracies iseeking iways ito ipromote 

iinclusivity iin itheir ipolitical iinstitutions. 

 

2.4.2.3. Executive iBranch 
The iexecutive ibranch, iled iby ithe ihead 

iof istate ior igovernment, iis iresponsible ifor 

iexecuting iand ienforcing ilaws, imaking ipolicy 

idecisions, iand irepresenting ithe ination 

idomestically iand iinternationallyi(Cheibub, 

iPrzeworski, i& iSaiegh, i2004). iThe 

ieffectiveness iof iexecutive ibranches idepends ion 

itheir icapacity ito iengage iin itransparent 

igovernance, ideliver ion icampaign ipromises, iand 

irespond ito ithe ineeds iof ithe ipopulation. 

iInirecent iyears, ithe iargument ihas ifocused 

imore ion ithe ibalance iof ipower iand 

iresponsibilities ibetween ithe iexecutive iarm iof 

igovernment iand ilegislative iarm iof igovernment. 

iIssues isuch ias iexecutive ioverreach iand ithe 

iuse iof iexecutive iorders ito iinfluence ipolicy 

ihave icome ito ithe iforefront iof ipolitical 

idiscussionsi(Warber, i2018). 

Maintaining ithe itransparency iand 

iaccountability iof ithe iexecutive ibranch iis ia 

icritical ichallenge. iGovernments iare iexpected ito 

iact iin ithe ipublic iinterest iand ibe iresponsive ito 

ithe ineeds iof ithe ipeople. iEnsuring ithat 

iexecutive ibranches ioperate itransparently, 

iwithout icorruption ior iundue iinfluence, iis ia 

ifundamental iaspect iof idemocratic igovernance. 

iEfforts ito ienhance igovernment itransparency, 

iprotect iwhistleblowers, iand istrengthen 

imechanisms ifor iholding ipublic iofficials 

iaccountable ihave ibeen iongoing idevelopments 

iin ithe irealm iof iexecutive igovernancei(Doig i& 

iWatt, i2004). 

The irole iof ithe iexecutive ibranch iin 

ithe imodern iworld iextends ito iaddressing 

icomplex ichallenges isuch ias iclimate ichange, 

ipublic ihealth, iand iinternational irelations. iThe 

iability iof iexecutives ito inavigate ithese icomplex 

iissues iand iwork iwith iother inations iis icentral 

ito itheir ieffectiveness. iAchieving ithe iright 

ibalance ibetween iexecutive iauthority iand 
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iaccountability iremains ia icentral iconcern iin 

idemocratic igovernance. 

 

2.4.2.4. Judicial iInstitutions 
Judicial iinstitutions, iincluding icourts 

iand ithe ijudiciary, iplay ia ifundamental irole iin 

iinterpreting iand iupholding ithe ilaw, iprotecting 

iindividual irights, iand isettling ilegal 

idisputesi(Ginsburg, iHoetker, i& iElkins, i2009). 

iAn iindependent iand iimpartial ijudiciary iis 

iessential ifor isafeguarding ithe irule iof ilaw iand 

imaking isure ithat iacts itaken iby ithe 

igovernment iare icompliant iwith ithe 

iconstitution. iRecent idebates ihave ifocused ion 

ithe iappointment iandipoliticization iof ijudges, ias 

iwell ias ithe ichallenges iof imaintaining ijudicial 

iindependence iin ithe iface iof ipolitical 

ipressuresi(Keith, i2002). 

The ieffectiveness iand iintegrity iof 

ijudicial iinstitutions iare ivital ito imaintaining ithe 

ibalance iof ipower iwithin idemocratic isystems. 

iA iwell-functioning ijudiciary iensures ithat ilegal 

idisputes iare iresolved ifairly iand ithat 

igovernment iactions iare iconsistent iwith ithe 

ilaw. iRecent idiscussions ihave iincluded idebates 

iabout ithe ipoliticization iof ijudicial 

iappointments, iparticularly iin ithe icontext iof 

inominating ijudges ito ithe ihighest icourts. 

iMaintaining ithe iindependence iand iimpartiality 

iof ithe ijudiciary iis ia icritical iaspect iof 

idemocratic igovernance. 

Ensuring iaccess ito ijustice ifor iall 

icitizens iis ianother ichallenge ifaced iby ijudicial 

iinstitutions. iQuestions iabout ithe iaffordability 

iand iaccessibility iof ilegal irepresentation, 

iespecially ifor imarginalized ior ieconomically 

idisadvantaged iindividuals, ihave ibeen icentral ito 

idiscussions isurrounding ithe ieffectiveness iof 

ijudicial isystems. iAdapting ito ichanging ilegal 

iand isocietal idynamics iis ia icontinuous itask ifor 

ijudicial iinstitutions ias ithey istrive ito iuphold 

ithe irule iof ilaw iand iprotect iindividual irights. 

 

2.4.2.5. The iFourth iEstate 
A ifree iand iindependent imedia, ioften 

ireferred ito ias ithe i"Fourth iEstate," iserves ias ia 

iwatchdog iin idemocratic isocieties, iproviding 

iinformation, iscrutinizing igovernment iactions, 

iand ifacilitating ipublic idiscoursei(Hallin i& 

iMancini, i2004). iIn irecent iyears, ithe imedia 

ilandscape ihas iundergone isignificant 

itransformations iwith ithe iadvent iof idigital 

itechnologies iand isocial imedia. iWhile ithese 

idevelopments ihave iexpanded iaccess 

itoiinformation, ithey ihave ialso iraised iconcerns 

iabout ithe ispread iof idisinformation, iecho 

ichambers, iand ithe ierosion iof itraditional 

ijournalism's icredibilityi(Wardle i& iDerakhshan, 

i2017). 

The ifunction iof ithe imedia iin 

iinforming, ieducating iand iconstructing ipublic 

iopinion ion ipolicies iand iprogrammes iof 

igovernment, iinfluencing ipolicy, iand iengaging 

iin iinvestigative ijournalism iis icentral ito 

idemocratic iinstitutions. iMaintaining ithe 

iintegrity iand icredibility iof ithe imedia iin ithe 

idigital iage iis ian iongoing ichallenge. iIssues iof 

ipress ifreedom, imedia iownership, iand ithe 

ispread iof imisinformation iare isignificant 

iconcerns. iEfforts ito ipromote imedia iliteracy 

iand icombat ithe ispread iof ifalse iinformation 

ihave ibecome icentral ito idiscussions 

isurrounding ithe imedia's irole iin idemocratic 

igovernance. iEnsuring ithe imedia's icapacity ito 

ihold igovernments iand iinstitutions iaccountable 

iis ianother ipressing iconcern. iThreats ito 

ijournalistic iindependence, iincluding iharassment 

iof ijournalists iand irestrictions ion ipress 

ifreedom, ihave iraised iquestions iabout ithe 

imedia's iability ito ifunction ias ia icheck ion 

igovernment ipower. iThese ichallenges irequire ia 

icontinuous ieffort ito isafeguard ithe irole iof ithe 

imedia ias ia ivital idemocratic iinstitution. 

 

2.4.2.6. Local iand iSubnational iGovernments 
Local iand isubnational igovernments irepresent ia 

icritical itier iof idemocratic iinstitutions, 

ifacilitating igovernance iat ithe icommunity iand 

iregional ilevelsi(Elazar, i2008). iThese 

iinstitutions iplay ia irole iin iservice idelivery, 

iurban iplanning, iand iresponding ito ilocal ineeds. 

iRecent idebates iabout idecentralization, ilocal 

iautonomy, iand ithe iallocation iof iresources 

ihave igained iprominence. iAs igovernments iseek 

ito iaddress ilocal ichallenges iandipromote icitizen 

iengagement, iquestions ihave iarisen iabout ithe 

ieffectiveness iof isubnational igovernmentsi(Melo, 

i2009). 

Local igovernments imust inavigate icomplex 

iissues isuch ias iurban iplanning, iinfrastructure 

idevelopment, iand ipublic iservices. iEnsuring ithe 

icapability iof isubnational igovernments ito icater 

ieffectively ifor ithe ineeds iof itheir icommunities 

iis ia icentral ichallenge. iThis iincludes iaddressing 

iissues ilike iresource iallocation, ilocal itaxation, 

iand ithe icoordination iof iservices iacross 

idifferent ilevels iof igovernment. iThe 

ieffectiveness iof ilocal iand isubnational 

igovernments ialso idepends ion itheir icapacity ito 

iengage icitizens iin ithe idecision-making iprocess. 
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iIssues iof ilocal igovernance, itransparency, iand 

icitizen iparticipation iare icentral ito idiscussions 

iabout ithe irole iof isubnational igovernments iin 

idemocratic isystems. iPromoting ilocal 

idemocracy iand iensuring ithat ilocal iauthorities 

iare iresponsive ito ithe ineeds iof itheir 

icommunities iare iongoing ichallenges. 

2.4.2.7. Civil iSociety iOrganizations 
Civil isociety iorganizations, iincluding inon-

governmental iorganizations i(NGOs), iadvocacy 

igroups, iand igrassroots imovements, iserve ias ia 

icrucial icomponent iof idemocratic 

iinstitutionsi(Tarrow, i2011). iThese iorganizations 

irepresent ithe iinterests iand ivoices iof icitizens, 

ioften iadvocating ifor ispecific ipolicy ichanges ior 

iaddressing isocial iissues. iRecent idiscussions 

ihave icentered ion ithe irole iof icivil isociety iin 

ishaping ipublic iopinion, iinfluencing ipolicy, iand 

iengaging iin iactivismi(Keane, i2003). iThe 

ifunction iof icivil isociety iorganizations, inon-

governmental iorganisations iin iinfluencing 

ipublic iopinion iand ipolicy ioutcomes iis icentral 

ito idemocratic igovernance. iThese iorganizations 

ioften iprovide ia iplatform ifor imarginalized 

ivoices iand iadvocate ifor isocial ijustice. iRecent 

idevelopments iinicivil isociety iactivism, isuch ias 

isocial imovements iand iadvocacy icampaigns, 

ihave ihighlighted ithe icapacity iof ithese 

iorganizations ito ishape ithe ipolitical ilandscape. 

The irelationship ibetween icivil isociety 

iorganizations iand igovernment iis ia isubject iof 

iscrutiny. iBalancing ithe iindependence iof icivil 

isociety igroups iwith igovernment iaccountability 

iand itransparency iis ia icentral ichallenge. iIssues 

irelated ito ifunding, itransparency, iand ithe 

iregulation iof icivil isociety iorganizations ihave 

ibecome icentral iconcerns iin ithe idiscussion iof 

itheir irole iin idemocratic iinstitutions. 

2.4.2.8. Oversight iand iAccountability 

iMechanisms 
Oversight iand iaccountability imechanisms, isuch 

ias iombudsmen, iauditing iagencies, iand ianti-

corruption ibodies, iare iessential ifor iensuring 

ithat igovernment iofficials iare iheld iaccountable 

ifor itheir iactionsi(Dellavalle, i2014). iThese 

iinstitutions iprovide ia imeans ito iinvestigate 

iallegations iof icorruption, iabuse iof ipower, iand 

imismanagement iof ipublic iresources. iRecent 

idevelopments iin ithe irealm iof ioversight iand 

iaccountability iinclude iefforts ito ienhance 

itransparency, iprotect iwhistleblowers, iand 

istrengthen imechanisms ifor iholding ipublic 

iofficials iaccountablei(Doig i& iWatt, i2004). 

The ieffectiveness iof ioversight iand 

iaccountability imechanisms iis icentral ito 

iupholding ithe iintegrity iof idemocratic 

igovernance. iThese iinstitutions iplay ia icrucial 

irole iin iensuring ithat igovernment iactions iare 

iconsistent iwith ithe ilaw iand ithat ipublic 

iresources iare imanaged iresponsibly. iThe irole 

iof ioversight ibodies iin ipromoting itransparency, 

iinvestigating icorruption, iand iprotecting 

iwhistleblowers ihas icome ito ithe iforefront iof 

idiscussions ion igovernment iaccountability. 

Challenges ito ithe iintegrity iand iindependence 

iof ioversight iand iaccountability imechanisms 

ihave iemerged iin irecent iyears. iQuestions iabout 

ipolitical iinterference, ifunding, iand ithe iability 

iof ithese iinstitutions ito iact iindependently iare 

icentral iconcerns. iEnsuring ithe iintegrity iand 

ieffectiveness iof ithese imechanisms iis ivital ito 

imaintaining ipublic itrust iin idemocratic 

igovernance. 

2.4.2.9. Election iManagement iBodies 
Election imanagement ibodies i(EMBs), 

iresponsible ifor iorganizing iand ioverseeing 

ielections, iare icritical iinstitutions iin idemocratic 

isystemsi(Nohlen, i2005). iThe iintegrity iof 

ielections iand ipublic iconfidence iin ithe 

ielectoral iprocess irely ion ithe iimpartiality iand 

icompetence iof iEMBs. iRecent idiscussions ihave 

ifocused ion ielectoral iadministration, iensuring 

isecure iand itransparent ivoting iprocesses, iand 

iaddressing ichallenges isuch ias ivoter 

iregistration, icyber ithreats, iand idisinformation 

icampaignsi(Levin, iMorozov, i& iVekker, i2016). 

The irole iof iEMBs iin iorganizing ifree iand ifair 

ielections iis ifundamental ito idemocratic 

igovernance. iRecent idebates ihave irevolved 

iaround ithe ichallenges iof iensuring ithe isecurity 

iof ielectronic ivoting isystems, iaddressing icyber 

ithreats, iand isafeguarding iagainst idisinformation 

icampaigns ithat iseek ito iundermine ithe iintegrity 

iof ielections. iAs itechnology iand isocietal 

ichanges ishape ithe ielectoral ilandscape, iEMBs 

iface ithe iongoing ichallenge iof iadapting iand 

ienhancing ithe isecurity iand itransparency iof 

ielectoral iprocesses. iEnsuring ipublic iconfidence 

iin iEMBs iis icentral ito ithe ilegitimacy iof 

ielectoral ioutcomes. iTransparency, iimpartiality, 

iand icompetence iare ivital iattributes iof ieffective 

ielection imanagement. iRecent idevelopments 

ihave iincluded iefforts ito ipromote itransparency, 

iprotectivoter idata, iand isecure ithe ielectoral 

iprocess iagainst iemerging ithreats. iSafeguarding 

ithe iintegrity iof ielections iremains ia icontinuous 

itask ifor idemocratic iinstitutions. 

2.4.2.10. International iand iSupranational 

iInstitution 
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In ian iincreasingly iinterconnected iworld, 

iinternational iand isupranational iinstitutions iplay 

ia isignificant ipart iin idemocratic 

igovernancei(Moravcsik, i2000). iThese 

iinstitutions ideal iwith iglobal iissues, 

iinternational icooperation, iand ithe ipromotion iof 

ipeace iand istability. iRecent idebates ihave 

iincluded iquestions iabout ithe ieffectiveness iof 

iinternational iorganizations iin iaddressing iglobal 

ichallenges, ithe irole iof iinternational ilaw, iand 

ithe itension ibetween inational isovereignty iand 

iinternational igovernancei(Waltz, i1993). iThe 

irole iof iinternational iand isupranational 

iinstitutions iin iaddressing iglobal ichallenges iis 

icentral ito idemocratic igovernance. iThese 

iinstitutions ipromote iinternational icooperation, 

iaddress iglobal iissues isuch ias iclimate ichange, 

iand ifacilitate idiplomatic iefforts ito iprevent 

iconflicts. iRecent idiscussions ihave ifocused ion 

ithe icapacity iof iinternational iorganizations ito 

iaddress iemerging iglobal ichallenges, iincluding 

ipandemics iand ienvironmental icrises. 

Debates iabout ithe ieffectiveness iof iinternational 

iorganizations iin iupholding iinternational ilaw 

iand inorms iare icentral ito idiscussions iof 

iinternational igovernance. iIssues irelated ito ithe 

ienforcement iof iinternational ilaw, ithe irole iof 

iinternational icourts, iand ithe ichallenges iof 

iaddressing iviolations iof ihuman irights ion ia 

iglobal iscale ihave ibeen isubjects iof iscrutiny. 

iBalancing inational isovereignty iwith ithe ineed 

ifor iinternational icooperation iis ian iongoing 

ichallenge iin ithe irealm iof iinternational 

iinstitutions. 

 

2.4.3 Challenges ito iDemocratic iInstitutions 
Democratic iinstitutions iface inumerous 

ichallenges iin ithe icontemporary ipolitical 

ilandscape. iThreats ito ithe iintegrity iof ielections, 

ithe ierosion iof ichecks iand ibalances, ipolitical 

ipolarization, iand ithe iimpact iof idigital 

itechnologies ion iinformation idissemination iare 

ijust ia ifew iof ithe ichallenges ithat idemocratic 

iinstitutions imust inavigatei(Diamond, i2015). 

iThese ichallenges iraise iquestions iabout ithe 

iresilience iand iadaptability iof idemocratic 

isystems iin ia irapidly ichanging iworld. iThreats 

ito ithe iintegrity iof ielections, isuch ias ivoter 

isuppression, igerrymandering, iand 

idisinformation icampaigns, ipose isignificant 

ichallenges ito ithe ifunctioning iof ielectoral 

isystems. iSafeguarding ithe ifairness iand 

itransparency iof ielections iis icentral ito 

iupholding ithe iprinciples iof idemocratic 

igovernance. iEfforts ito ienhance ielectoral 

iintegrity, iprotect ivoter irights, iand icombat 

idisinformation iare iongoing idevelopments iin 

ithe irealm iof ielectoral iinstitutions. 

The ierosion iof ichecks iand ibalances iwithin 

idemocratic isystems ihas iraised iquestions iabout 

ithe iconcentration iof ipower iand ithe icapacity 

iof iinstitutions ito ihold igovernment iofficials 

iaccountable. iMaintaining ithe iseparation iof 

ipowers, iensuring irobust ioversight iand 

iaccountability, iand iaddressing iconcerns iabout 

iexecutive ioverreach iare iongoing ichallenges iin 

idemocratic igovernance. iPolitical ipolarization 

iwithin ilegislative ibodies ihas ihindered itheir 

iability ito ireach ia iconsensus iand ipass 

inecessary ilegislation. iThe iimpact iof ipartisan 

idivisions ion ithe ilegislative iprocess iraises 

iquestions iabout ithe icapacity iof ithese 

iinstitutions ito iaddress ipressing iissues. iEfforts 

ito ifoster ibipartisan icooperation, ipromote 

ideliberative idiscourse, iand ienhance ithe 

ieffectiveness iof ilegislative ibodies iare icentral 

ito idemocratic igovernance. iThe irole iof 

itechnology iand idigital iplatforms iin ishaping 

iinformation idissemination iand ipublic idiscourse 

ihas ihad ia iprofound iimpact ion idemocratic 

iinstitutions,iparticularly ithe imedia. iThe ispread 

iof idisinformation, iecho ichambers, iand ithe 

ierosion iof itraditional ijournalism's icredibility 

ipose ichallenges ito ithe imedia's irole ias ia 

iwatchdog iand iinformation isource. iNavigating 

ithe idigital iage iwhile imaintaining ithe imedia's 

icredibility iand icapacity ito ihold iinstitutions 

iaccountable iis ia icentral iconcern. 

Ensuring ithat ilocal iand isubnational 

igovernments ieffectively iaddress ithe ineeds iof 

itheir icommunities, ipromote iinclusivity, iand 

iengage icitizens iin idecision-making iis ian 

iongoing ichallenge. iAs ithe iworld ibecomes 

iincreasingly iurbanized, ithe irole iof isubnational 

igovernments iin iaddressing iurban iplanning, 

iinfrastructure idevelopment, iand iservice idelivery 

ihas igained iprominence. iThe irelationship 

ibetween icivil isociety iorganizations iand 

igovernment ipresents ichallenges irelated ito 

itransparency, ifunding, iand ithe iregulation iof 

ithese iorganizations. iBalancing itheir 

iindependence iwith igovernment iaccountability 

iis icentral ito ithe irole iof icivil isociety iin 

idemocratic igovernance. 

Oversight iandiaccountability imechanisms imust 

imaintain itheir iintegrity iand iindependence ito 

ieffectively iinvestigate iallegations iof icorruption, 

iabuse iof ipower, iand imismanagement iof ipublic 

iresources. iEnsuring ithat ithese imechanisms ican 

ioperate iwithout ipolitical iinterference iand 
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iprotect iwhistleblowers iis iessential ifor 

igovernment iaccountability. iThe irole iof ielection 

imanagement ibodies iin iensuring ithe iintegrity 

iof ielectoral iprocesses ihas ibecome iincreasingly 

icomplex iwith ithe iadvent iof itechnology iand 

ithe ispread iof idisinformation. iEnsuring ithe 

isecurity iand itransparency iof ielections iin ithe 

idigital iage iis icentral ito itheir irole iin 

idemocratic igovernance. iInternational iand 

isupranational iinstitutions iface ithe ichallenge iof 

iaddressing iglobal iissues iand 

iupholdingiinternational ilaw iand inorms iin ian 

iincreasingly iinterconnected iworld. iBalancing 

inational isovereignty iwith ithe ineed ifor 

iinternational icooperation iremains ia icentral 

iconcern. 

Democratic iinstitutions iform ithe ibackbone iof 

idemocratic igovernance, iplaying ipivotal iroles iin 

imaking iand ienforcing ilaws, iinterpreting ithe 

iconstitution, ifacilitating ielections, ioverseeing 

ithe iexecutive ibranch, iand ishaping ipublic 

idiscourse. iThese iinstitutions iface inumerous 

ichallenges, iincluding ithreats ito ithe iintegrity iof 

ielections, ipolitical ipolarization, ithe iimpact iof 

idigital itechnologies ion iinformation 

idissemination, iand ithe ierosion iof ichecks iand 

ibalances. iOvercoming ithese ichallenges iis 

iessential ito imaintaining ithe iintegrity iand 

ivitality iof idemocratic isystems iin ia irapidly 

ichanging iworld. 

2.4.4 Models iof iDemocracy 

Democracy icomes iin ivarious iforms iand iis inot 

iconfined ito ia isingle, iuniversal imodel. 

iUnderstanding ithe idistinct imodels iof 

idemocracy iis iimperative ito inavigate ithe 

icomplexities iof igovernance iand ithe idiverse 

iways iin iwhich idemocratic iprinciples iare 

ipracticed iacross idifferent isocieties. iThis 

isegment idelves iinto ithe ivarious imodels iof 

idemocracy, ishedding ilight ion itheir iunique 

icharacteristics, ikey ielements, iand itheir 

idiffering iemphases ion ipower irelations. iBy 

icomprehensively iexamining ithese imodels, iwe 

ican igain ia ideeper iappreciation iof ithe iintricate 

itapestry iof idemocratic igovernance iin ian iever-

evolving iworld. 

Democracy iis ia imultifaceted iconcept, iand 

ischolars ihave imeticulously idistinguished 

ibetween iseveral idemocratic imodels, ieach iof 

iwhich iencapsulates ia idifferent iapproach ito ithe 

ipractice iof idemocratic iprinciplesi(Diamond i& 

iMorlino, i2005). iThese imodels iinclude iliberal 

idemocracy, isocial idemocracy, iparticipatory 

idemocracy, iand ideliberativeidemocracy. iEach 

imodel iemphasizes idistinct iaspects iof 

igovernance, isuch ias iindividual irights, 

isocioeconomic iequality, icitizen iparticipation, 

irational ideliberation, iglobal igovernance, iand 

igrassroots iempowerment. iBy iexploring ithese 

imodels iin-depth, ithis isegment iaims ito iprovide 

ia icomprehensive iunderstanding iof ihow 

idemocracy iis iconceptualized iand ipracticed iin 

ivarious isettings. 

As iwe idelve iinto ithe icharacteristics iand ikey 

ielements iof ithese idemocratic imodels, iit 

ibecomes ievident ithat ithey iplay ia ivital irole iin 

ishaping inot ionly ipolitical iinstitutions ibut ialso 

ithe ibroader isocietal ilandscape. iFurthermore, 

ieach imodel's iunique iemphasis ion ipower 

irelations ioffers iprofound iinsights iinto ithe 

idynamics iof idecision-making, igovernance, iand 

ithe idistribution iof iauthority iwithin idemocratic 

isystems. iThis isegment iwill icritically ianalyze 

ithese imodels ito iprovide ia ifoundation ifor 

icomprehending ithe ichallenges, ibenefits, iand 

inuances iassociated iwith idifferent iapproaches ito 

idemocratic igovernance. iIn idoing iso, iit 

icontributes ito ia imore iprofound iunderstanding 

iof ithe iintricate itapestry iof idemocratic ipractices 

iworldwide. 

 

2.4.4.1. Liberal iDemocracy 
Liberal idemocracy iis ione iof ithe imost iwidely 

ipracticed iforms iof idemocracy iworldwide, 

icharacterized iby ia istrong iemphasis ion 

iindividual irights, icompetitive ielections, iand ithe 

irule iof ilawi(Diamond i& iMorlino, i2005). iIn 

iliberal idemocracies, icitizens ienjoy iessential 

ifreedoms isuch ias ifreedom iof ispeech, 

iassociation, iand ithe iprotection iof iminority 

irightsi(Dahl, i1971). iThe ikey ielements iof 

iliberal idemocracy iinclude ia iconstitution ithat 

isafeguards ithese irights, iregular iand ifair 

ielections, iand ithe iseparation iof ipowers. 

Liberal idemocracy iis irooted iin ithe iprotection 

iof iindividual iliberties. iIt iplaces ia istrong 

iemphasis ion ithe ilimitation iof igovernment 

ipower iand ithe iprevention iof iits iabuse. iThe 

isystem iis idesigned ito iensure ithat ino isingle 

ientity ior iindividual ican idominate ior iinfringe 

iupon ithe irights iand ifreedoms iof 

icitizensi(Held, i2006). iThis imodel iunderscores 

ithe iimportance iof ichecks iand ibalances ias ia 

iway iof imaintaining ithe iintegrity iof ithe 

idemocratic isystem. iIn iliberal idemocracies, ithe 

ipower irelations iare istructured ito iprevent ithe 

iconcentration iof ipower iin ithe ihands iof ia 

ifewi(Ake, i2000). iThe ifocus iis ion iprotecting 

ithe ifundamental irights iof iindividuals, iwhich, 

iin iturn, iinfluences ithe ibehavior iof ielected 
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irepresentatives iand igovernment iofficials. iThe 

igovernment's irole iis inot ionly ito iensure ithe 

iprotection iof iindividual irights ibut ialso ito 

imaintain ilaw iand iorder iwithin ithe isociety. 

However, iit iis iimportant ito irecognize ithat 

iliberal idemocracy iis inot iwithout iits 

ichallenges. iSome icritics iargue ithat ithe 

iprotection iof iindividual irights imay isometimes 

icome iat ithe iexpense iof iaddressing isocial iand 

ieconomic iinequalitiesi(Gutmann i& iThompson, 

i1996). iFurthermore, ithe isystem's ireliance ion 

icompetitive ielections ican isometimes ilead ito ia 

ifocus ion ishort-term igains irather ithan ilong-

term ipolicy isolutionsi(Dahl, i1971). 

2.4.4.2. Social iDemocracy 
Social idemocracy iis ia imodel iof idemocracy 

ithat icombines ithe iprinciples iof iliberal 

idemocracy iwith ian iactive istate irole iin 

ieconomic iand isocial ipoliciesi(Esping-Andersen, 

i1990). iWhile iit istill iupholds iindividual irights 

iand icompetitive ielections, isocial idemocracy 

iplaces ia istronger iemphasis ion iaddressing 

isocioeconomic iinequalities iand iproviding ia 

isocial isafety inet. iThis imodel ioften ifeatures 

iuniversal ihealthcare, istrong ilabor irights, 

iandiprogressive itaxation isystems. iKey ito isocial 

idemocracy iis ithe ibelief ithat ia ijust iand ifair 

isociety iis ione iwhere ieconomic iand isocial 

iinequalities iare iminimized. iThe ipower 

irelations iin isocial idemocracies iare iorganized 

iaround ithe inotion iof ishared iprosperity iand 

isolidarity iamong icitizensi(Esping-Andersen, 

i1990). iThe igovernment iis iseen ias ihaving ia 

iresponsibility ito iintervene iin ithe ieconomy ito 

iensure ithat iwealth iis imore iequitably 

idistributed. 

In isocial idemocracies, ithe igovernment iplays ia 

imore iactive irole iin iregulating iand iproviding 

isocial iservices. iThis iincludes iinvestments iin 

ihealthcare, ieducation, iand iwelfare 

iprogramsi(Peters, i2012). iThe igoal iis ito 

iachieve ia imore iequitable idistribution iof 

iresources iwhile imaintaining idemocratic ivalues. 

iAs isuch, isocial idemocracy iseeks ito ibalance 

iindividual irights iwith ithe icommon igood. 

iCritics iof isocial idemocracy iargue ithat ia 

istrong istate irole iin ithe ieconomy imay istifle 

ientrepreneurship iand iinnovationi(Schumpeter, 

i1942). iAdditionally, ithey icontend ithat ithe ihigh 

itaxation irequired ito ifund isocial iprograms ican 

idiscourage ieconomic igrowthi(Svallfors, i1997). 

iNevertheless, iproponents iof isocial idemocracy 

iargue ithat ithe ibenefits iin iterms iof ireducing 

iinequality iand iensuring isocial iwelfare 

ioutweigh ithese iconcernsi(Esping-Andersen, 

i1990). 

2.4.4.3. Participatory iDemocracy 
Participatory idemocracy iis ia imodel ithat iplaces 

ia isignificant iemphasis ion icitizen iinvolvement 

iin idecision-making iprocessesi(Fung i& iWright, 

i2003). iThis iapproach iseeks ito iempower 

iindividuals iand icommunities ito iactively 

iparticipate iin ithe ipolitical isystem, iincluding 

ilocal igovernance. iKey ielements iof 

iparticipatory idemocracy iinclude idirecticitizen 

iparticipation iin ipolicy idecisions, iparticipatory 

ibudgeting, iand icommunity iorganizingi(Pateman, 

i1970). 

In iparticipatory idemocracies, ipower irelations 

iare idecentralized, ias iauthority iis ishared 

ibetween icitizens iand ielected 

irepresentativesi(Cohen, i1985). iThe ifocus iis ion 

igiving icitizens ia idirect isay iin ishaping ipolicies 

ithat iaffect itheir ilives, ithereby ienhancing ithe 

iaccountability iof igovernment iinstitutions. iThis 

imodel iplaces itrust iin ithe iwisdom iand 

ijudgment iof ithe ipeople. iIn ithis imodel, 

iparticipation iis inot ilimited ito ivoting iin 

ielections ibut iextends ito idirect iinvolvement iin 

ishaping ipolicies iand idecisionsi(Fung i& 

iWright, i2003). iParticipatory idemocracy 

iprioritizes iopen iand idirect iengagement, iwhere 

icitizens iare iencouraged ito iactively icontribute 

ito ithe ipolitical iprocess. iThis ican itake ithe 

iform iof icitizens' iassemblies, icommunity 

imeetings, ior iother iforums iwhere iindividuals 

ihave ia idirect irole iin ishaping ipolicies iand 

idecisions. 

Participatory idemocracy iis ioften icelebrated ifor 

iits ipotential ito ideepen idemocratic iengagement 

iand iimprove igovernment 

iaccountabilityi(Fishkin, i2018). iWhen icitizens 

iactively iengage ior icontribute iin idecision-

making, ithey iare imost ilikely ito ibe iinformed 

iabout iissues, ihold iofficials iaccountable, iand 

itrust iin ithe idemocratic iprocess. iHowever, 

icritics iargue ithat iparticipatory idemocracy ican 

ibe itime-consuming iand imay ilead ito idecision-

making igridlock iin icomplex ipolicy 

iissuesi(Elster, i1998). 

 

2.4.4.4. Deliberative iDemocracy 
Deliberative idemocracy iunderscores ithe 

iimportance iof irational iand iinclusive ipublic 

ideliberation iin idecision-makingi(Dryzek, i2000). 

iThis imodel iemphasizes iopen iand iinformed 

idiscussion iamong icitizens, iaiming ito iachieve 

iconsensus ior irational iagreement ion ipolicy 

iissues. iKey ielements iinclude ipublic iforums, 
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ideliberative ipolls, iand iinclusive 

idiscussionsi(Habermas, i1984). iIn ithis imodel, 

ipower irelations iare iinfluenced iby ithe iquality 

iof ipublic idiscourse iand ithe iability iof icitizens 

ito iengage iin ireasoned idebatei(Gutmann i& 

iThompson, i1996). iThe iemphasis iis ion 

ifostering ia iwell-informed iand ideliberative 

icitizenry, iwith ipower idistributed iamong ithose 

iwho ican ipresent ithe imost ipersuasive 

iarguments. iDeliberative idemocracy iseeks ito 

ireconcile idiverse iviewpoints iand ienhance ithe 

iquality iof idecision-making. 

Deliberative idemocracy istrives ito iensure ithat 

ipublic ipolicy iis iarrived iat ithrough irational 

iand iinformed idiscussion irather ithan imere 

ibargaining ior ipolitical imaneuveringi(Dryzek, 

i2000). iThis iapproach iis idesigned ito iaddress 

ithe ilimitations iof isimple imajority irule iand 

ipromote ithe isearch ifor icommon iground 

iamong icitizens iwith idifferent iperspectives. 

iCritics iof ideliberative idemocracy iargue ithat iit 

imay ibe ioverly iidealistic iand ithat iachieving 

iconsensus ion imany iissues iis ioften 

iimpracticali(Bohman, i1996). iNevertheless, 

iproponents iargue ithat ithe imodel iencourages 

ipublic iengagement iand ienhances ithe iquality iof 

idecision-makingi(Fishkin, i2018). 

2.4.4.5. Cosmopolitan iDemocracy 
Cosmopolitan idemocracy iextends ithe iprinciples 

iof idemocracy ito ithe iglobal ilevel, iemphasizing 

ithe ineed ifor iinternational iinstitutions iand 

iprocessesi(Archibugi, i2008). iThis imodel icalls 

ifor ia isystem iin iwhich icitizens iand inations 

ihave ia isay iin iglobal igovernanceithrough 

iinstitutions ilike ithe iUnited iNations ior iregional 

iorganizations. iKey ielements iinclude ia ifocus 

ion iglobal ijustice, ihuman irights, iand 

isupranational igovernancei(Held, i2004). 

iCosmopolitan idemocracy iseeks ito iaddress 

iglobal ichallenges iand iensure ithat iglobal 

idecisions iare imade ithrough idemocratic 

iprocesses. iPower irelations iin ithis imodel iare 

ireconfigured ito itake iinto iaccount iglobal iissues 

iand ithe iinterests iof ihumanity ias ia iwhole. 

iThis iapproach irecognizes ithat imany iof itoday's 

ichallenges, isuch ias iclimate ichange ior ihuman 

irights, icannot ibe iadequately iaddressed isolely 

iat ithe inational ileveli(Held, i2004). 

In icosmopolitan idemocracy, ithe ifocus iis ion 

ibalancing ithe ipower iof ination-states iwith ithe 

iinterests iof ihumanityi(Archibugi, i2008). iIt 

iacknowledges ithat idecisions imade iby ipowerful 

inations ican ihave ia iprofound iimpact ion ithe 

irest iof ithe iworld. iThus, ithe imodel iseeks ito 

iensure ithat ithe iglobal icommunity ias ia iwhole 

ihas ia isay iin ishaping iinternational 

ipolicyi(Held, i2004). iCritics iof icosmopolitan 

idemocracy iargue ithat iit imay iundermine ithe 

iprinciple iof inational isovereignty iand imay inot 

iadequately irepresent ithe iinterests iof iall 

inationsi(Nardin, i2008). iNevertheless, 

iproponents iargue ithat iit iis inecessary ito 

iaddress iglobal ichallenges iand ipromote ia imore 

ijust iand iequitable iworld iorderi(Held, i2004). 

2.4.4.6. Radical iDemocracy 
Radical idemocracy ichallenges itraditional ipower 

istructures iand iseeks ito idecentralize 

iauthorityi(Laclau i& iMouffe, i1985). iThis imodel 

iemphasizes ithe iimportance iof igrassroots 

imovements, idirect iaction, iand ichallenging 

iestablished ihierarchies. iKey ielements iinclude 

icommunity iorganizing, iconsensus idecision-

making, iand ithe irecognition iof imultiple 

iperspectivesi(Mouffe, i2000). 

In iradical idemocracies, ipower irelations iare 

icharacterized iby ia irejection iof iestablished 

inorms iand ihierarchies. iThe imodel iseeks ito 

iempower imarginalized igroups iand ichallenge 

isystems iof idominationi(Wood, i2010). iThe 

iemphasis iis ion ifostering ia imore iinclusive iand 

iparticipatory idemocracy ithat iempowers ithose 

iwho ihave ibeen ihistorically imarginalized. 

iRadical idemocracy ichallenges itraditional ipower 

istructures iand iencourages ithe iactive 

iparticipation iof iindividuals iin ishaping ipolitical 

idecisionsi(Laclau i& iMouffe, i1985). iIt ioften 

iinvolves ipractices isuch ias idirect idemocracy, 

icivil idisobedience, iand igrassroots iorganizing. 

iThe iintention iis ito iprovide ia ivoice ito ipeople 

iwho ihave itraditionally ibeen ileft iout iof ithe 

ipolitical isystem. iand ito ifoster ia imore 

iinclusive iand iequitable isociety. 

Critics iargue ithat iradical idemocracy ican ilead 

ito iinstability iand ithe ibreakdown iof iestablished 

iinstitutionsi(Cohen, i1989). iHowever, iproponents 

icontend ithat iit iis inecessary ito ichallenge 

isystems iof ioppression iand ipromote ia imore 

iinclusive iand ijust isocietyi(Mouffe, i2000). 

iThese ivarious imodels iof idemocracy ioffer 

ivaluable iinsights iinto ithe idiverse iways iin 

iwhich idemocratic iprinciples iare iimplemented 

iacross idifferent isocieties. iEach imodel 

iemphasizes idistinct iaspects iof igovernance, 

ifrom ithe iprotection iof iindividual irights iand 

ithe ireduction iof isocioeconomic iinequalities ito 

icitizen iparticipation iand iglobal igovernance. iAs 

ithe iworld icontinues ito ievolve, ithe iongoing 

idiscussion iand idevelopment iof ithese imodels 

iprovide ia irich ifoundation ifor iexploring ithe 

icomplexities iof icontemporary igovernance. 
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2.5 Theoretical iFramework 
Many itheories ican ibe iused ito istudy iand 

iunderstand ithe irelationship ibetween iyouth 

ipolitical iparticipation iand idemocracy. iThe 

isystems itheory iapproach, igroup ipluralist 

itheory, ipolitical ieconomy itheory, iand iother 

ineo-radical itheories iprovide ia ibroad 

iunderstanding iof ithe inature iand icharacter iof 

iyouth ipolitical iparticipation iin idemocracies. 

iThe igroup ipluralist iapproach ialso iprovides ia 

istrong igrasp iof iunderstudied iteenagers', 

iwomen's, iand imen's ipolitical iparticipation iand 

ihow ithese igroups iare imobilized ias iimportant 

isocial igroups iduring ielections ibut iare inot 

isupported ior iprovided ifor iafterward. 

2.5.1 Elite iTheory 

Elite itheory, igrounded iin icontemporary iworks 

iby ischolars isuch ias iHoffman iand 

iCentenoi(2015) iand iHindess i(2015), ipostulates 

ithat isocieties iare iinherently iled iby ia irelatively 

ismall iand iinfluential isegment iof ithe 

ipopulation. iThese iindividuals ior iorganizations, 

iknown ias ithe ielite, iwield isignificant ipolitical 

ipower iand iresources. iElite itheory iposits ithat 

ipolitical idecisions iare ilargely ishaped iby ithis 

iselect ifew, itypically ihailing ifrom ieconomic 

iand isocial iupper iechelons. iConsequently, 

isocieties idevelop ihierarchical ipower istructures 

ithat ireflect ithe idominance iof ithese ielites. 

iElite itheory ioffers ia ilens ithrough iwhich ito 

iexamine ithe iintricate iinterplay iof ipower, 

iinfluence, iand icontrol iwithin ithe ipolitical 

ilandscape. iIt iunderscores ithe iidea ithat ithe 

imajority iof iindividuals iwithin ia isociety iare 

inot iactively iengaged iin ithe idecision-making 

iprocess iand ithat ipolitical ielites ihold 

idisproportionate isway iover ithe iformulation iand 

iexecution iof ipolicies. 

Elite itheory, ia ifundamental iconcept iin ithe 

ifield iof ipolitical isociology, ioffers ia 

icomprehensive iframework ifor iunderstanding 

ithe iintricate idynamics iof ipolitical ipower 

iwithin isocietiesi(Hoffman i& iCenteno, i2015; 

iHindess, i2015). iThis itheoretical iparadigm 

iposits ithat ipower iis iprimarily iconcentrated 

iwithin ia iselect igroup, icommonly ireferred ito 

ias ithe ielite, iwho iwield isignificant iinfluence 

iand icontrol iover ipolitical iprocesses. iIn ithe 

icontext iof ithe iPh.D. istudy ititled i"Political 

iParticipation iof iYouth, iImpact ion iDemocracy 

iin iNigeria," ian iin-depth iexploration iof ielite 

itheory iis iparamount. iThe ipurpose iof ithis 

istudy iis ito iclarify ithe inuances iof iyouth 

ipolitical iparticipation iin iNigeria iand, imore 

iimportantly, iits iimplications ifor idemocratic 

ipractices. iBy ileveraging ithe iprinciples iof ielite 

itheory, ithis iresearch iseeks ito iunravel ithe 

imultifaceted iinfluence iof ipolitical ielites ion ithe 

iextent iand inature iof iyouth iengagement iin ithe 

idemocratic iprocess. 

To ibetter iunderstand iNigerian idemocracy, iwe 

ilooked iat ithe ielite ithesis ias ia itheoretical 

ifoundation. iThese ipolitical ielites, iwho imake 

iup ia ismall ipercentage iof ithe ipopulation, iare 

icoercive, icohesive, iand icoherent iin itheir iquest 

ifor iresources ithat ithey iexploit iessentially ito 

itheir iadvantage. iAccording ito iMoscai(1939), 

ithere iare itwo ikinds iof ipeople iin iany isociety: 

ian iElite iclass ithat irules iand ia iclass ithat iis 

imostly igoverned iby ithe iElite i(youths). iThe 

iminority ielite iclass, iwhich ialways irules iover 

ithe imajority iof ithe ipopulation, imonopolizes 

ipower, iperforms iall istate ipolitical iand 

igoverning ifunctions, iand ienjoys ithe iexclusive 

iright ito iimpose icoercion ithrough ithe 

imachinery iof istate iagencies. iIn icontrast, ithe 

isecond iclass, iwhich icomprises imost iof ithe 

ipopulation, iis imanaged, idirected, iand, iin ithis 

iinstance, ithought ifor iby ithe iminority ielite 

iclassi(Mosca, i1939). iJamesiBurnham, iRobert 

iMichels, iVilfredo iPareto, iand iGaetano iMosca 

iwere ithe ileading iproponents iof ithe ielite iidea. 

These iauthors icriticized iAristotle iand iKarl 

iMarx's itraditional idemocratic iphilosophy. iThey 

icontend ithat imajority irule iis iunattainable. iThis 

iinvalidates ithe iidea ithat idemocracy iis ia 

isystem iof igovernance irun iby iand ifor ithe 

ipeople. iEvery isociety icomprises itwo igroups: 

ithe igoverned iand ithe iruled, iwith ithe iruled 

imaking iup ia irelatively ismall iminority iin 

ievery isociety. iThis iidea iof i"elites" iis ifounded 

ion ithe iidea ithat ievery isociety ihas ia iruling 

iminority—a icollection iof ipeople iwho ipossess 

iand idistribute ithe imost isignificant ipower 

isources. iIn iaddition ito idistributing ipower, 

ielites ialso iuse ivarious imethods iof ielite 

irecruiting ito ibring iin inew ielites ito ithe ifray. 

iElite itheory iis ibased ion ithe iidea ithat 

iunderstanding ielite iconduct, ielite iinteraction, 

ielite itransformation, iand iultimately ithe 

iconnection ibetween ithose ievents iand istate 

ioutcomes iis iessential. 

Elite itheory imay ihave ideveloped ias ia iresponse 

ito ithe iwritings iof iphilosophers ilike iAristotle, 

iwho idivided isociety iinto ithree ipolitical 

isystems ior itypesi(rule iby ione, irule iby ia ifew, 

iand irule iby ithe imany). iAristotle ibelieved 

istates iwould ibe ia ipure iform iof istate iwhen 

irulers ifocused ion ithe icommunity's igood. 
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iWhen ithe istate's iofficials ibegan iacting 

iegotistically, ithey iwould ibe ireferred ito ias 

itwisted. iAristotle idescribed ia imonarchy ias ia 

isystem iin iwhich ione iperson ihas iall ithe 

iauthority. iTyranny iis iits iwarped iform. 

iAristocracy iis ithe ismall iminority iof isociety iin 

iwhich isovereignty irests. iIf ithis itiny iminority 

imisuses iits iinfluence ifor itheir iown ibenefit, iit 

iis ian ioligarchy. iPolitics iis iinvolved iif ia 

isignificant iportion iof ithe ipopulace icontrols ithe 

isovereign ipower. iDemocracy iis ia itwisted 

iversion iofiit. iSince ino iman ican irule iby 

ihimself iand ithe imajority ialso ilacks ithe 

icapacity ito irule, ithis iargument idoes inot isit 

iwell iwith ielite itheory iexperts. 

Traditional iand icontemporary ielite itheorists iaim 

ito iexplain istate ioutcomes iand igovernance 

ibehaviour ithrough ielite ibehaviours. iSince 

ipolitical isociology iis iconcerned iwith ithe 

iinteraction ibetween ithe istate iand isociety, ielite 

itheory iis ipredicated ion ithe iidea ithat ielite 

ibehaviour iinfluences ithis iinteraction 

icausally.i(Botelho, i2011) iAs ia iresult, imany 

iother ipolitical iphenomena, isuch ias iregime 

itypes, iregime ichanges, iliberalization, ithe istate, 

isecularization, iand imany iothers, ifall iunder ithe 

ipurview iof ielite itheory. iThis ihypothesis imight 

iexplain iwhy, idespite ithe ipractice iof 

idemocracy, ithe iempowerment iof igraduate 

iyoung icontinues ito ibe ia idifficult ichallenge ifor 

imost idemocratic iregimes. iThis istrategy ireflects 

iMills's i1956 ielite ithesis, iwhich ireceived imuch 

iflak. iAccording ito ielite itheory, ithe ivalues iand 

ipreferences iof ithe iruling ielite iare iassumed ito 

ibe ireflected iin ipublic ipolicyi(Anyebe, i2018). 

The imain itenet iof ithe ielite itheory iis ithat ithe 

iruling ielites, iwhose iopinions iare iupheld iby 

ipolitical ifigures iand iinstitutions, ishape ipublic 

ipolicy irather ithan ithe idemands iand iactions iof 

ithe igeneral ipopulace ior ithe imasses. iIn iother 

iwords, ithe ielites iheld ithe iview ithat ithey 

ialone iwould iuphold iand icarry iout ithe ipolicies 

ithat iwere ipushed ifor ithe iwelfare iof ithe 

ipeople. iAs ia iresult, ipolicies iare ipassed ifrom 

ithe ielite ito ithe igeneral ipublic. iThe ielites' 

ipolicies ireflect itheir iown iviews iand ifavor 

imaintaining ithe istatus iquo iover iradical 

ichange. iThis iassumption iresults iin ithe 

imajority iof ipeople ibeing iapathetic iand 

iignorant, iand ithey ido inot isupport ior iinfluence 

ipolicy iby itheir idemands ior iactions. iThis 

iviewpointiis ibeing ichallenged imore ifrequently 

ibecause iof ithe iintrinsic idifficulties ithe ipublic 

isector ifaces. iInterventions iwith ithe ibest 

iintentions ifrequently ihave iunintended 

irepercussions iin icomplex isystems ilike 

iNigeriai(Shergold, i2015). iDesign ithinking iis 

iwhat iresults ifrom ithis. 

2.5.1.1 The iElite iTheory iand iPolitical 

iParticipation iof iYouth iin iNigerian 

iDemocracy 
In ithe iNigerian icontext, iunderstanding ielite 

itheory iis ipivotal iwhen iexamining ithe 

imultifaceted inature iof ipolitical iparticipation 

iamong iyouth. iNigeria, ia ination icharacterized 

iby ia irich itapestry iof isociopolitical idiversity, 

igrapples iwith isignificant ichallenges iconcerning 

ipolitical iengagement, iparticularly iamong ithe 

iyouth idemographic. iElite itheory iprovides ia 

ivaluable ilens ithrough iwhich ito idiscern ithe 

ibarriers ifaced iby iyoung iNigerians iin itheir 

iattempts ito iactively iparticipate iin ithe ipolitical 

ilandscape. 

One iof ithe ikey iinsights ifrom ielite itheory iis 

ithat iother igroups' iopinions iand iinterests imay 

ibe imarginalized ias ia iresult iof ia ismall inumber 

iof ipolitical ielites iholding ithe imajority iof ithe 

icountry's iauthority. iThis idynamic iis 

iparticularly ipertinent iin ithe iNigerian icontext, 

iwhere ipolitical ielites iwield iconsiderable ipower 

iand iinfluence, iwhich ioften itranslates iinto ithe 

imarginalization iof iyouth ivoices iin ipolitical 

iprocesses. 

Nigeria's ipolitical ilandscape iis imarked iby ithe 

idominance iof ipolitical ielites iwho, iin imany 

icases, ihave ibeen iin ipower ifor iextended 

iperiods. iThese ielites ioften ihave ia ivested 

iinterest iin ipreserving ithe istatus iquo, iwhich 

imay inot ialways ialign iwith ithe iaspirations iand 

iconcerns iof ithe iyouth. iConsequently, ithe 

ipolitical iagency iof iyoung iNigerians imay ibe 

icurtailed idue ito ithe ioverwhelming iinfluence iof 

iestablished ielites iwho icontrol ithe ilevers iof 

ipower. 

Furthermore, ielite itheory iunderscores ithe inotion 

ithat ipolitical ielites ihave iaccess ito iand icontrol 

iover iessential iresources iin ithe ipolitical isphere, 

iincluding ifinancial iresources, imedia iplatforms, 

iand iorganizational inetworks. iThis iresource 

iadvantage ipositions ithem ito imaintain ia ifirm 

igrip ion ithe ipolitical ilandscape, ioften iat ithe 

iexpense iof iless iprivileged igroups, isuch ias ithe 

iyouth. 

 

 

2.5.1.2 The iElite iTheory: iRelevance iand 

iImplications ito iPolitical iParticipation iof 

iYouth iand iImpact ion iDemocracy iin iNigeria 
The iimplications iof ilimited iyouth iparticipation 

ion idemocracy iin iNigeria iare iprofound. 
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iDemocracy ithrives iwhen iit iis icharacterized iby 

iinclusivity, idiverse ivoices, iand iequitable 

irepresentationi(Dahl, i2015; iWoodward, i2016). 

iThe iunderrepresentation ior imarginalization iof 

ithe iyouth idemographic, ias ielucidated iby ielite 

itheory, ifundamentally ihampers ithe iideals iof 

idemocracy. iThe iquality iof iNigerian idemocracy 

iis idirectly iimpacted iwhen iyouth iare iexcluded 

ifrom imeaningful ipolitical iengagement. iWhen ia 

isignificant iportion iof ithe ipopulation iis 

idisenfranchised ior idisengaged, iit ierodes ithe 

idemocratic iprinciples iof irepresentation, 

iaccountability, iand iresponsiveness. iPolitical 

ielites, iwho ioften imaintain ithe istatus iquo, imay 

inot ibe iincentivized ito iaddress ithe ispecific 

ineeds iand iconcerns iof ithe iyouth, ifurther 

iexacerbating ithe idivide ibetween ithe ipolitical 

ielite iand ithe ibroader ipopulation. 

Democracy idepends ion ithe iactive iengagement 

iof ia idiverse irange iof istakeholders. iWhen ia 

isubstantial iportion iof ithe ipopulation, iin ithis 

icase, ithe iyouth, iis ieffectively isilenced ior 

iexcluded ifrom ithe ipolitical idiscourse, ithe 

idemocratic iprocess ibecomes idistorted. 

iInequities iin iaccess ito ipolitical iresources iand 

iopportunities ifor icivic iengagementican 

iperpetuate ia isystem iwhere ithe ielites' iinterests 

itake iprecedence, ipotentially iundermining ithe 

idemocratic iprinciples iof iequality iand ifairness. 

iMoreover, ithe iexclusion iof ithe iyouth ifrom 

ipolitical iparticipation ican ihinder ithe iprocess 

iof igenerational ichange iand irenewal iwithin ithe 

ipolitical isystem. iElite itheory ihighlights ithat 

ipolitical ielites ioften iresist irelinquishing ipower 

iand imay iactively iwork ito imaintain itheir 

idominance. iThis ican istifle ithe iemergence iof 

ifresh iperspectives, iinnovative iideas, iand 

idiverse ileadership, iwhich iare icrucial ifor ithe 

isustained ihealth iand ivitality iof ia idemocratic 

isystem. 

2.5.1.3 Relevance iof iElite iTheory ito ithe 

iStudy i 
The iapplication iof ielite itheory iin ithe istudy 

ititled i"Political iParticipation iof iYouth, iImpact 

ion iDemocracy iin iNigeria" iserves iseveral 

icrucial ipurposes: 

Exploring ithe iPower iDynamics: iElite itheory 

ienables ian iexploration iof ithe ipower idynamics 

iwithin iNigeria's ipolitical ilandscape. iBy 

iidentifying iand ianalyzing ithe ikey iplayers iand 

ithe isources iof itheir ipower, ithe istudy ican 

iuncover ithe imechanisms ithrough iwhich 

ipolitical ielites iinfluence ithe ipolitical 

iparticipation iof iyouth. 

Understanding ithe iBarriers ito iYouth 

iParticipation: iThe itheory ihelps iin 

icomprehending ithe ibarriers ifaced iby iyoung 

iNigerians iin itheir iattempts ito iactively 

iparticipate iin ithe ipolitical isystem. iThis 

iincludes iexamining ihow ipolitical ielites, iwith 

itheir ientrenched ipower iand iresources, imay 

ihinder ior idiscourage iyouth iparticipation. 

Assessing ithe iImplications ifor iDemocracy: 
iThe istudy, ithrough ithe ilens iof ielite itheory, 

ican iassess ithe iimplications iof ilimited iyouth 

iparticipation ion idemocracy iin iNigeria. iIt 

iallows ifor ian iin-depth ianalysis iof ihow ielite 

idominance iimpacts idemocratic iprinciples isuch 

ias irepresentation, iaccountability, iand 

iresponsiveness. 

Highlighting iPotential iAvenues ifor iChange: 

iBy iunderstanding ithe imechanisms iof ielite 

iinfluence, ithe istudy ican iidentify ipotential 

iavenues ifor ichange iand idemocratization. iThis 

imay iinclude ipolicy irecommendations, iadvocacy 

istrategies, iand ireforms iaimed iat iincreasing 

iyouth iparticipation iand iensuring ia imore 

iinclusive idemocratic isystem 

In iconclusion, ithe ielite itheory, igrounded iin 

irecent ischolarly iworks, iis ian iindispensable 

itheoretical iframework ifor ithe istudy ititled 

i"Political iParticipation iof iYouth, iImpact ion 

iDemocracy iin iNigeria." iBy idelving iinto ithe 

idynamics iof ipolitical ipower iand iinfluence, ithis 

iresearch icontributes ito ia imore iprofound 

iunderstanding iof ithe iintricate irelationship 

ibetween ipolitical ielites iand iyouth iparticipation 

iin ithe idemocratic iprocess. iThe ifindings iof ithe 

istudy ihold ithe ipotential ito ioffer ivaluable 

iinsights iand irecommendations ifor ienhancing 

iyouth iengagement, ipromoting idemocratic 

iinclusivity, iand ibolstering idemocratic 

iconsolidation iin iNigeria. 

 

2.5.2 System iTheory 

The isystem itheory, ias iadvanced iby 

icontemporary ischolars ilike iEastoni(2015) iand 

iLuhmann i(2017), iemphasizes ithe iidea ithat 

ipolitical isystems iare inot iisolated ientities ibut 

iare ipart iof ia ibroader inetwork iof 

iinterconnected isystems. iIt irecognizes ithat ithese 

isystems icontinuously iinteract iand iadapt ito 

imaintain iequilibrium. iThis iframework 

iunderscores ithe iimportance iof ifeedback 

imechanisms iand ithe iinterplay iof ivarious 

icomponents iwithin ithe isystem. iIn ithe icontext 

iof ithe istudy, isystem itheory ioffers iinsights 

iinto ithe iweb iof irelationships iwithin ithe 

iNigerian ipolitical ilandscape iand ihow ithey 
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iinfluence iand iare iinfluenced iby ithe 

iparticipation iof ithe iyouth. 

The isystem itheory ias ia iholistic iconcept ioften 

iapplied iin ivarious idisciplines, iprovides ia 

ivaluable iframework ifor icomprehending ithe 

iintricate idynamics iof ipolitical isystems iand 

itheir iinfluence ion ipolitical 

iparticipationi(Easton, i2015; iLuhmann, i2017). 

iThis itheoretical iparadigm iposits ithat isocieties 

iand ipolitical isystems iare icomplex, 

iinterconnected, iand iinterdependent istructures. 

iIn ithe icontext iof ithis istudy ititled i"Political 

iParticipation iof iYouth, iImpact ion iDemocracy 

iin iNigeria," ithe isystem itheory iproves ito ibe ia 

ipowerful ilens. iThis iresearch iexplores ithe 

icomplexities iof ipolitical iparticipation iamong 

iNigerian iyouth iand iits iimplications ifor 

idemocratic ipractices ithrough ithe isystems 

iperspective, irevealing ihow ithe ientire ipolitical 

isystem ishapes iand iis ishaped iby iyouth 

iengagement. 

As iit iuses iits iinput-output iconversion imodel ito 

icomprehend isociety iand ithe inumerous 

isegments ithat imust iwork iin iharmony ifor ithe 

idevelopment iand iformulation iof ipolicies iand 

iprogrammes ito imaterialize, isystems itheory 

ioffers ia iconstructive iapproach ito ithis isubject. 

iThe ienvironment iprovides iinput iin ithe iform 

iof idemands iand isupport, iand ithe isociety 

i(system) ithen ireceives ioutput iin ithe iform iof 

ilaws, iprogrammes, iand ipolicies ithat iare 

iintended ito ichange ithe ienvironment. 

The iSystems itheory iis ithe ianalytical 

iframework ichosen ifor ithis iinvestigation. iEvery 

isociety, iin igeneral, ican ibe ithought iof ias ian 

iorganic isystem iwith ivarious icomponents ithat 

iwork itogether ito iform ithe iwhole. iThis 

iinvestigation idraws ion isystems itheory, ia ifield 

iof istudy ithat iwas icreated iin ithe i1950s 

ibecause iof ithe iwork iof iLudwig ivon 

iBertalanffy, iAnatol iRapoport, iKenneth iE. 

iBoulding, iWilliam iRoss iAshby, iMargaret 

iMead, iGregory iBateson, iC. iWest iChurchman, 

iand iothers, iand iwhich iwas ideveloped iafterithe 

iWorld iWars. iSystem itheory iis ithe 

imultidisciplinary istudy iof isystems. iA icohesive 

igroup iof ieither iintentionally ior inaturally 

iproduced icomponents iis icalled ia isystem. iAll 

isystems ihave ilimits ithat idefine itheir ispace 

iand itime; ithey iare isurrounded iby iand iaffected 

iby itheir ienvironment; ithey iare icharacterized 

iby itheir istructure iand inature; iand ithey iare 

iexpressed iin ithe iways iin iwhich ithey ioperate. 

iA isystem ican iproduce iresults ithat iare igreater 

ithan ithe isum iof iits iparts iif iit iexhibits 

iemergent ibehavior ior isynergy. 

Modifying ione isystem icomponent iusually ihas 

ipredictable iknock-on iconsequences ion ithe 

iother icomponents iand ithe isystem ias ia iwhole. 

iFor iself-learning, iself-adapting isystems, igrowth 

iand iadaptation iare icontingent iupon ithe idegree 

ito iwhich ithe isystem iis ifitted ito iits 

ienvironment. iCertain isystems imainly iassist 

iother isystems iby ikeeping ithem imaintained iso 

ithat ifailures idon't ioccur. iSystems itheory iaims 

ito isystematically iidentify ithe idynamics, 

ilimitations, iand icircumstances iof ia isystem iand 

iclarify iprinciplesi(i.e., ia isystem's ipurpose, 

imeasure, itechniques, iand itools) ithat ican ibe 

iidentified iand iapplied ito isystems iat ievery 

ilevel iof inesting. iDynamic ior iactive isystems 

iare idistinguished ifrom istatic ior ipassive 

isystemsi(Paolo, i2000). 

The isystem ihere ibecomes iactive iwhen iyouths 

iexercise itheir iconstitutional irights ito iensure 

ithat ieverything iruns ismoothly iand ipassive 

iwhen iyouths igive iup ion itheir isocietal 

iobligations ito iplay ivandalism, ithrowing irocks 

iat iautomobile iwindows iand iglasshouses, iarm-

twisting, igambling, ifraud, iintoxication, 

iembezzlement, iand ipersona idestruction iin ithe 

ifight ifor isurvival ior ia ibetter itomorrow. 

iNigeria's ifuture idepends ientirely ion iwhat iwe, 

iasiyoung ipeople, ido ior ido inot ido. iBecause 

ithere iare inot ienough iopportunities ifor iyoung 

ipeople ito iparticipate, ia isystem icomponent iis 

ibroken. 

In ihis ispeech, iSaraki iargued ithat ithe isecret ito 

icreating ipeaceful icommunities iis iyouth 

iinclusivity, iwhich iis ia ikey icomponent iof 

i"good igovernance idevelopment." iPolitical 

iparticipation iand iyoung iinclusion, ihowever, 

iwill ihave ilittle ito ino ieffect iin iareas iwhere 

ipoverty, iinjustice, iand ia ilack iof ipolitical iwill 

ifor ichange iare ithe imain iconcerns. iAccording 

ito istatistics, iyouth imake iup imore ithan i60% 

iof ithe ivoting ipopulation iin iNigeria, iand ithey 

ishould ibe ifairly irepresented iin ilocal, istate, 

iand ifederal iadministration. iUnfortunately, ithis 

iis inot ithe icase ibecause ipractically iall iof 

iPresident iMuhammadu iBuhari's icabinet ipicks 

iare isenior icitizens. iThe ifact ithat iyounger 

igenerations iwere inot ifairly irepresented iin ithe 

iboard inominations imade ipublic iby iPresident 

iBuhari iwas ialso iupsetting. 

According ito iMakinde i(2011), ithe isystem 

itheory iis ia iperspective ithat iviews ian 

iorganization ior ian ientire isociety, iin ithis icase, 

ithe iNigerian isociety, ias ia idynamic icomplex 
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iopen isystem ior ias ian ientity imade iup iof 

ivarious isublets ior isub-units iof ielements 

iinteracting iand icooperating iwith ione ianother 

ito ibe iable ito imaintain iitself iin ia istate iof 

irelatively istable iequilibrium iby iexperiencing ia 

idynamic iand iconstant iexchange iof ienergy iand 

iinformation iwith iits ienvironment i(Makinde, 

i2011). iAs ia iresult, iprogrammes iare icreated 

iand iput iinto iaction iutilizing ithe isystems 

itheory's iinput, iprocess, iand ioutput ianalysis, 

iwhichiis iutilized ito iexamine iNigerian 

ipolicymaking ias iwell ias isocial isciences iin 

igeneral. 

According ito ithe isystems itheory, isociety 

iconsists iof ia icomplicated iweb iof idynamically 

ientangled iand iinterrelated ielements. iAccording 

ito iDavid iEaston's iinput-output iprocessing 

iprocess isystem itheory, ievery isystem iconsists 

iof iinputs, iprocesses, ioutputs, iand ifeedback, ias 

iwell ias ithe isurroundings iit ifunctions iin iand 

iinteracts iwith ion ia iregular ibasis. iThis itheory 

imay inot ibe iappropriate ito iexplain ithe 

idynamics iof iyouths' ipolitical iparticipation iand 

idemocratic igovernance ibecause, iin imost icases, 

ipolicies iand iprogrammes iare idecided iby ithe 

ielites ior ithose iin ipositions iof iauthority, inot 

inecessarily ithe iyouth ias iit iwere. iThis iis itrue 

ieven ithough ithis itheory iseems ito ibe ia iviable 

iexplanation ifor isociety iand ihow ipolicies iand 

iprogrammes iare ireceived ifrom isociety iand 

iprocessed. 

Even iif iit iappears ithat ithese iteenagers iare 

icontributing ito ithe isystem, itheir idemands 

inever icome ito ifruition ibecause iof ithe ipluralist 

iinterest igroups ivying ifor idominance iover 

iother igroups' iinterests iin ithe isystem. 

iFurthermore, ibecause ithe iinterests iof ithe 

icontending igroups iare inot iuniform iregarding 

iage iand isocial istatus, ithe igroup ipluralist 

itheory imay inot ibe ia igood ifit ifor iexplaining 

ithis ioccurrence. iInstead, imembers iof ithe 

iruling iclass ior ithose iwith ithe iauthority ito 

ienforce iconformity iand isway idecisions iwill 

ihold ithe idominant ipositions. iTo iensure ithis, 

isystems itheory irises ito iprominence. i"A isystem 

iis ifundamentally ian iaggregation iof iinterrelated 

ior iindependent ientities ito iconstitute ia icomplex 

iunity," iclaim isystems itheoristsi(Koontz iin 

iEzeani, i2006). iGovernment iand ipolicymakers, 

ias iwell ias itheir ienvironmenti(political, isocial, 

ieconomic, iethical, itechnological, ietc.), iinteract 

iwith iand iimpact iall isystems, iincluding ithe 

iuniversity, iand iin iturn, iimpact ithe 

ienvironment. iThe isystems iapproach's iemphasis 

ion iinput-output ianalysis iis icruciali(Ezeani, 

i206). i 

It iis iimportant ito iremember ithat ia isystem 

ineeds ihelp ifrom iits isurroundings ito isurvive. 

iAs ia iresult, iit ireceives isupport iinputs isuch ias 

itax ipayments, ifollowing inorms iand iregulations, 

ietc. iEqually isignificant iis ithe ifact ithat icertain 

inew iinputs iare iproduced ibecause iof ithe 

ioutputs iand ifed iback iinto ithe isystem ivia ithe 

ifeedback imechanism. iThese iare ionce imore 

iprocessed iand ioutputted. iConsequently, ithe 

isystem's istrategy iis icyclicali(Ezeani, i2006). 

The idemocratic isystem iis ia icomponent iof ia 

ibroader isociety ithat ireceives iinput ifrom ithe 

ioutside iworld iin ithe iform iof icitizen idemands, 

ithe iupkeep iof ilaw iand iorder, iand ithe isupply 

iof ibeneficial ipolicies, iopportunities ifor 

iempowerment, iand iservices. iWithin ithe isphere 

iof igovernmental iadministration, ithe ipolity 

iprocesses ithese irequests. iWhen iprocessing iis 

icomplete, ithe ioutcomes iare icollectively iviewed 

ias ithe ioutputs ithat iare isent iout ito isociety. 

iThese ioutputs imay ihave ia ibeneficial ior 

iharmful iinfluence, ias ievidenced iby ithe 

iineffective iexecution iof iyouth iempowerment 

iprogrammes iand iinitiatives ito ireduce ipoverty. 

iThe irelative iorderliness iof isociety ior ithe 

iamount, iquality, iand ipromptness iof ithe igoods 

iand iservices iprovided ito igraduates imay ibe 

isome iof ithe ieffects iof ithe iconversion iprocess. 

The isystem's iapproach imandates ithat iwhen 

imaking iplans, idecision-makers iconsider ithe 

ineeds iof isociety ias ia iwhole, ienvironmental 

ifactors ithat iaffect ithe icaliber iof igraduates, iand 

iother iimpediments, isuch ias ipolitical, isocial, 

ieconomic, itechnological, iethical, ietc., ithat imay 

iprevent ithe idesired ioutcome. iIn iother iwords, 

iit ineeds ielements ithat iconstantly iinteract iwith 

iinternal iand iexternal icontextsi(Ezeani, i2006). 

The isystems itheory iapproach ifocuses ion ithe 

ipolicy idirective ifrom ithe igovernment iand 

ipolicymakers itowards: 

1. the idevelopment iand iimplementation iof 

icomprehensive ipolicies ifor ipolitical 

iparticipation ican ibe iused ito ielucidate ithe ilink 

ibetween iyouths' ipolitical iparticipation iand 

idemocracy iin iNigeria; i 

2. the ilegal iframework ifor iencouraging 

iyoung ipeople ito iparticipate ifully iin idemocratic 

iand igovernmental iprocesses; 

3. creating ian ienabling ienvironment ifor 

iskills iand igenuine iinitiative ito ithrive iin 

isociety. 

According ito iEzeanii(2006), ithe isystems itheory 

iis iused iin ipublic iadministration ifor ianalysis 
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iand ievaluation. iIndependent iof iits icontent, 

itype, ior iexistence ion ia ispatial ior itemporal 

iscale, iabstract iorganizations ior iphenomena iare 

istudied iusing ithe isystems itheory ior isystems 

iapproach, iwhich iis itrans-disciplinary iin inature. 

iThe imodels ican ibe iused ito idescribe icomplex 

ientities, iand ithe itheory iis iutilized ito 

iinvestigate iuniversal iprinciples ishared iby iall 

icomplex iphenomena. iRoss iAshby iadvanced 

ithe iidea ifirst iby ibiologist iLudwig ivon iin ithe 

i1940si(Bertalanffy, i1956Von iBertalanffy inot 

ionly iopposed ireductionism ibut ialso iattempted 

ito ibring iscience iback itogether. iIn iaddition ito 

ibeing iopen ito iand iinteracting iwith itheir 

isurroundings, igenuine isystems imight idevelop 

iwith iqualitatively inew itraits, ileading ito 

icontinuous ievolution, ihe iemphasized. iInstead 

iof ilimiting, ithe iSystem itheory iis iconcerned 

iwith ithe iarrangement iand irelationship 

ibetweenithe iparts iof ian ientityi(such ias ithe 

ihuman ibody) iand ithe icharacteristics iof iits 

iconstituent iparts ior ielements i(such ias iorgans 

ior icells).i(cf. iholism). i 

This ivery iorganization iestablishes ia isystem 

iunrelated ito ithe ielements' iactual 

icompositioni(e.g., iparticles, icells, itransistors, 

ipeople, ietc.). iAs ia iresult, ithe imany idisciplines 

iare ifounded ion ithe isame iorganizational 

iconcepts iand iprinciples, iwhich iserve ias ia 

ifoundation ifor itheir ifusion. iSystem-

environment iborder, iinput, ioutput, iprocess, 

istate, ihierarchy, igoal-oriented, iand iinformation 

iare iexamples iof isystems iconcepts. iThere ihave 

ibeen iseveral iadvancements iin isystems itheory. 

iThe idisclosure iof ithe isystems iapproach ito 

ipublic iadministration iresearch ireveals ithat 

inearly iall iprocesses ican ibe idivided iinto ithree 

icategories: iinput, iprocess, iand ioutput. iThe 

iidentical iis itrue iof ipublic iadministration. 

2.5.2.1 The iSystem iTheory iand iPolitical 

iParticipation iof iYouth iin iNigerian 

iDemocracy 

Applying isystem itheory ito ithe iNigerian icontext 

ihelps iuncover ithe inuanced idynamics iof 

ipolitical iparticipation iamong iyouth. iNigeria, ia 

ination iwith ia idiverse isociopolitical ifabric, 

iexperiences isignificant ichallenges irelated ito 

iyouth iengagement iin ithe ipolitical isystem. 

iSystem itheory iprovides ia ivaluable ilens 

ithrough iwhich ito iexamine ithe iinterconnections 

ibetween idifferent icomponents iof ithe ipolitical 

isystem iand ihow ithese icomponents iinfluence 

iyouth iparticipation. 

One ikey iinsight ifrom isystem itheory iis ithat 

ipolitical isystems iadapt iand irespond ito ichanges 

iand ifeedback. iThe iparticipation iof iyouth iin 

ithe ipolitical isystem iacts ias ia ifeedback 

imechanism, ipotentially iprompting ichanges 

iwithin ithe ibroader isystemi(Easton,i2015). iThis 

ican ilead ito ishifts iin ipolicies, ipractices, iand 

iopportunities ifor iyouth ito iengage iin ipolitical 

iprocesses. 

Nigeria's ipolitical ilandscape icomprises ivarious 

isubsystems, iincluding igovernment iinstitutions, 

ipolitical iparties, icivil isociety, iand ithe imedia. 

iSystem itheory iunderscores ihow ithese 

isubsystems iinteract iand iaffect ione ianother. 

iWhen iyouth iparticipation iis ilimited, ithe ientire 

ipolitical isystem imay ibe iimpacted, iaffecting 

ithe isystem's iability ito iadapt, irepresent idiverse 

ivoices, iand imaintain istabilityi(Luhmann, i2017). 

Furthermore, isystem itheory ihighlights ithe 

iimportance iof iexternal iinfluences ion ipolitical 

isystems. iThese iexternal iforces, iincluding 

iinternational iorganizations, ieconomic ifactors, 

iand iglobal itrends, ishape ithe isystem's ibehavior 

iand iresponses. iIn ithe iNigerian icontext, ithese 

iexternal iinfluences ican ieither ifacilitate ior 

ihinder iyouth iparticipation. iUnderstanding ihow 

ithese iexternal iforces iinteract iwith ithe ipolitical 

isystem iis iessential ifor icomprehending ithe 

ichallenges iand iopportunities ifor iyouth 

iengagement. 

2.5.2.2 The iSystem iTheory: iRelevance iand 

iImplication ito iPolitical iParticipation iof 

iYouth iand iImpact ion iDemocracy iin iNigeria 
The iimplications iof ilimited iyouth iparticipation 

ion idemocracy iin iNigeria, ias iviewed ithrough 

ithe ilens iof isystem itheory, iare imultifaceted. 

iDemocracy ithrives iwhen iit ifunctions ias ia 

icomplex isystem iwhere ivarious ielements iwork 

itogether ito iensure iaccountability, 

irepresentation, iand iresponsivenessi(Easton, 

i2015). iThe iparticipation iof iyouth, ias ia icritical 

icomponent iof ithe ipolitical isystem, iaffects ithe 

ioverall ifunctioning iof idemocracy. 

When iyouth iparticipation iis ilimited, ithe 

isystem's iability ito iadapt ito ichanging isocietal 

ineeds iand ipreferences imay ibe icompromised. 

iSystem itheory iemphasizes ithatipolitical isystems 

ishould ibe iresponsive ito ifeedback ito imaintain 

iequilibriumi(Luhmann, i2017). iThe iexclusion iof 

iyouth ivoices ican idisrupt ithis iequilibrium, 

ileading ito ia idemocracy ithat iis iless 

irepresentative iand iless iadaptable ito ievolving 

ichallenges. 

Furthermore, ithe iinterconnected inature iof 

ipolitical isystems, ias ihighlighted iby isystem 

itheory, iunderscores ithat ithe iconsequences iof 

ilimited iyouth iparticipation iare inot iisolated. iIt 
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ican itrigger ia icascade iof ieffects, iimpacting 

iother isubsystems iand iultimately iaffecting ithe 

ientire ipolitical isystem. iThis imay iresult iin ia 

ilack iof idiversity iin idecision-making, ireduced 

ilegitimacy iof ipolitical iinstitutions, iand ia 

idiminished icapacity ito iaddress ithe ineeds iand 

iconcerns iof iall icitizens. 

Democracy, ias ia icomplex isystem, irelies ion 

ivarious icomponents iworking iin iharmony. 

iSystem itheory iunderscores ithat ia isystem's 

ifunctioning idepends ion ithe iinterplay iof iits 

ielementsi(Easton, i2015). iIn ithe icontext iof 

iNigeria, ilimited iyouth iparticipation idisrupts 

ithis iinterplay, ipotentially ileading ito 

iimbalances, iinefficiencies, iand ia idemocratic 

isystem ithat ifalls ishort iof iits ipotential. 

2.5.2.3 Relevance iof iSystem iTheory ito ithe 

iStudy 

The iapplication iof isystem itheory iin ithe istudy 

ititled i"Political iParticipation iof iYouth, iImpact 

ion iDemocracy iin iNigeria" iserves iseveral 

icrucial ipurposes: 

Exploring ithe iInterconnectedness iof iPolitical 

iSystems: iSystem itheory ienables ian iexploration 

iof ithe iinterconnectedness iof ipolitical isystems 

iin iNigeria. iBy iunderstanding ihow ivarious 

isubsystems iinteract iand iinfluence ione ianother, 

ithe istudy ican ireveal ithe icomplexities iof ithe 

ipolitical ilandscape iand ihow iit iimpacts iyouth 

iparticipationi(Luhmann, i2017). 

Analyzing iFeedback iMechanisms: iThe itheory 

iprovides iinsights iinto ifeedback imechanisms 

iwithin ithe ipolitical isystem. iIt iallows ifor ian 

iexamination iof ihow iyouth iparticipation 

iprovides ifeedback ithat ican ilead ito iadaptations 

iand ichanges iwithin ithe isystemi(Easton, i2015). 

Assessing iExternal iInfluences: iSystem itheory 

iunderscores ithe iimpact iof iexternal iinfluences 

ion ipolitical isystems. iThe istudy ican ianalyze 

ihow iinternational ifactors, ieconomic iconditions, 

iand iglobal itrends ishape ithe iNigerian ipolitical 

isystem iand iinfluence iyouth iengagement. 

Understanding ithe iBroader iImplications: iBy 

iconsidering ithe iholistic inature iof ipolitical 

isystems, ithe istudy ican iassess ithe ibroader 

iimplications iof ilimited iyouth iparticipation ion 

idemocracy, iincluding ieffects ion irepresentation, 

iaccountability, iand iadaptability. 

In iconclusion, isystem itheory, ias ipresented iby 

icontemporary ischolars, iserves ias ia irobust 

itheoretical iframework ifor ithis istudy ion ithe 

iPolitical iParticipation iof iYouth, iImpact ion 

iDemocracy iin iNigeria. iBy idelving iinto ithe 

iinterconnected iand iinterdependent inature iof 

ipolitical isystems, ithis iresearch icontributes ito ia 

ideeper iunderstanding iof ihow ithe ientire isystem 

ishapes iand iis ishaped iby iyouth iengagement. 

iThe ifindings iof ithe istudy ihold ithe ipotential 

ito ioffer ivaluable iinsights iand irecommendations 

ifor ienhancing iyouth iparticipation, ipromoting ia 

imore iresponsive iand iadaptable ipolitical 

isystem, iand ibolstering idemocratic iconsolidation 

iin iNigeria. 

2.5.3 The iEmpowerment iTheory 

Empowerment itheory, ias iarticulated iby ileading 

ischolars isuch ias iPerkins iand 

iZimmermani(2000) iand iRappaport i(1987), 

iposits ithat iindividuals iand icommunities 

ishouldibe iequipped iwith ithe iresources, 

iknowledge, iand iagency ito iassert itheir irights, 

imake iinformed ichoices, iand iinfluence itheir 

ienvironment ipositively. iThis itheory iunderscores 

ithe iimportance iof ienhancing iself-efficacy, 

ibuilding iskills, iand iexpanding iaccess ito 

iresources ias iessential icomponents iof 

iempowerment. 

Empowerment itheory ialso iemphasizes ithe 

iinterconnectedness iof ipersonal, iorganizational, 

iand isocietal ifactors ithat icontribute ito ithe 

iempowerment iof iindividuals iand icommunities. 

iIt iunderscores ithe irole iof icontext iand 

istructural iconstraints iin ieither ienabling ior 

ilimiting iempowerment iprocessesi(Zimmerman, 

i2000). 

As ia imultifaceted iand idynamic iframework, ithe 

iEmpowerment itheory ioffers ian iin-depth 

iunderstanding iof ipower idynamics, iautonomy, 

iand iparticipation iwithin isocietiesi(Perkins i& 

iZimmerman, i2015; iRappaport,i1987). iThis 

itheoretical iframework ihighlights ithe 

isignificance iof iempowering iindividuals iand 

icommunities ito iexercise icontrol iover itheir 

ilives iand, isubsequently, iactively iengage iin 

idecision-making iprocesses. iIn ithe icontext iof 

ithe iPh.D. istudy ititled i"Political iParticipation 

iof iYouth, iImpact ion iDemocracy iin iNigeria," 

ia ithorough ireview iof iempowerment itheory iis 

iessential. iThis iresearch iseeks ito iexplore ithe 

icomplexities iof ipolitical iparticipation iamong 

iNigerian iyouth iand iits iconsequences ifor 

idemocratic ipractices. iBy iapplying 

iempowerment itheory, ithe istudy iaims ito 

iuncover ithe ipotential ifor iempowering iyouth ito 

iparticipate iin ipolitics iand iits iimpact ion 

idemocratic iconsolidation iin iNigeria. 

Zimmermani(2000), ione iof ithe ileading 

iproponents iof itheis itheoretical iorientation 

iargues ithat iempowerment ineeds ito ibe ilinked 

ito ieach iperson's iwellness iwithin ithe icontext 

iof ithe ibroader ipolitical iand isocial ienvironment 
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ito iimprove ipeople's ilives, iorganizations,iand 

icommunities. iEvery iarea iof ilife irequires 

iopportunities ifor igrowth iand idevelopment. 

iOpportunities ican icome iin ia isupportive 

ibusiness iclimate, iadvantageous igovernment 

iregulations, iand ia iloan ifrom ithe igovernment, 

ibanks, ior igenerous iindividuals. iAccording ito 

isome iadvocates iof iyouth iempowerment iand 

ipolitical iengagement, iyouth ihave ithe izeal ito 

ispur ipositive ichange. iThe iUnited iNations 

iDevelopment iprogrammei(UNDP, i2014) 

iasserted ithat ithe iyouth iempowerment itheory 

iholds ithat iyoung ipeople ihave ithe iability iand 

icapability ito ibe ieffective ifactors iof i"change" 

iwho ican icontribute ito iaddressing iand 

iresolving ithe iissues ifacing ithe iplanet inow iand 

isoon. iThe ilikelihood iof ibeing ia iforce ifor 

isocial ichange iappears ito ibe ipositively 

icorrelated iwith iyoung iempowerment. iThis 

isuggests ithat iyounger ipeople ican ibe iagents iof 

ipositive ichange iif igiven ithe itools iand 

iresources ithey ineed ito ibuild itheir iown 

ifutures, iincluding iopportunities iand isystemic 

isupport. 

Although ithis iapproach ipromotes ia ifair iplaying 

ifield ifor ieveryone ito idevelop inaturally, ia ifish 

iand ia imonkey icannot icoexist iin ia iriver ion ian 

iequal ifooting. iThe ifish iunquestionably ihas ithe 

iadvantage iover ithe imonkey. iSimilarly, ipolicies 

iand iinitiatives ifor iempowerment ideveloped iby 

ielites iand ipolicymakers icannot icreate ian iequal 

iplaying ifield ion iwhich iempowerment ishould 

ibe ibuilt. iYouths ishould ibe iempowered iinto 

igovernment iand imade ivital iaspects iof 

iadvancing igovernance iand icrucial idecision-

making. i 

These icomplaints imay iresult ifrom ibroken 

ipolitical ipromises iand iunhappiness iwith ithe 

igovernment's ipolicies iand iprogrammes. iDue ito 

ian iincreasing ilack iof iinfrastructure, iservices, 

iand ibasic iamenities iin iNigeria, imany iyoung 

ipeople ifall iinto ithis icategory, icontributing ito 

ipolitical iapathy. iOverall, ithere ihave inot ibeen 

imany iempirical iexaminationsiof ithese 

icitizenship iideasi(Bulmer i& iReese i1996). 

iDespite iMarshall's itheory's iemphasis ithat iall 

ithree iof ithese irights ishould ibe imaintained 

icomprehensively, iArielyi(2011) iclaims ithat 

icurrent iresearch itypically ifocuses ion ionly ia 

iselect igroup iof icivic irights i(Lister, i2005; 

iRevi, i2014). iIn iorder ito iunderstand ihow imuch 

ithe igeneral ipublic iviews ithe iidea iof ithey 

iview isocial iand/or ipolitical irights ias 

ifundamental ito itheir inotion iof ia idemocracy 

iand ithe iways iin iwhich ithese idemocratic 

ivalues iimpact icitizens' ipolitical iengagement, iit 

iis icritical ito iexamine ithe idearth iof 

icomprehensive iempirical iresearch. iHow 

ipolitical iengagement ihas iaffected idemocracy iis 

ia ibetter iway ito istate ithe icentral iquestion iof 

ithis iresearch iproject. 

The i"critical icitizens' ihypothesis" ipredicts 

ipolitical ipassivity ior ia ifocus ion inot 

iinstitutionalized iactivitiesi(Dahlberg, i2015; 

iKlingemann, i1999; iNorris, i1999). iThese 

istrategies iare ibased ion ithe iidea ithat ipeople 

iare imore iinclined ito ibehave iin ia imanner 

icompatible iwith ithe ivalues ithey icherish. 

iAlthough ithe imain iclaims iof ithese itwo 

itheories iconflict iconcerning ihow ithey ipredict 

ipolitical ibehaviour iabout ipolitical iparticipation, 

iit iis iinteresting ito inote ithat iboth itheories 

ibegin ifrom ithe ipremise ithat, ion iaverage, 

icitizens ihave ia isimilar iknowledge iand 

iunderstanding iof iwhat iconstitutes ian iideal 

idemocracy. 

However, ithere iis ilittle iempirical isupport ifor 

ithe isupposition ithat icitizens ishare iidentical 

idemocratic igoals. iResearch ifrequently iuses 

icommon iinquiries iabout ithe istate iof 

idemocracy iin ithe irespondent's inationi(Ariely, 

i2015). iHowever, icertain icountry-specific 

iresearch ihas ishown ithat icitizens ican 

idistinguish ibetween iseveral idemocratic 

iidealsi(Schedler i& iSarsfeld, i2007). iIt iis 

ievident ithat imore iresearch iis inecessary ibefore 

imaking ithe ipresumption ithat iall icitizens' 

iconceptions iof idemocracy iare ithe isame. iThis 

itopic ihasibecome imore icritical ibecause iof ithe 

imounting ithreats ito ithe ilegitimacy iof 

iEuropean ipolitical isystems isince ithe ieconomic 

icrisis iin i2008i(Cordero i& iSimón i2016; 

iStreeck i& iSchäfer i2013). iIn ivarious iEuropean 

icountries, iprotests iagainst iausterity imeasures 

ihave itaken iplace ion ithe istreetsi(Morlino i& 

iQuaranta, i2016; iQuaranta, i2016), iand 

inationalist iopposition iparties ihave icontinuously 

iincreased itheir ivote ishare iin irecent ielections 

i(Bermeo i& iBartels, i2014; iHooghe i& iOser, 

i2015; iKern, iMarien). iThe iprimary imotivation 

ibehind isuch iintense ipolitical iengagement iis 

imany iwonderings. 

Another idemocratic itheory ithat ioffers ia igood 

iunderstanding iof ithe irelationship ibetween 

ielectorates, iin ithis icase, iparticularly 

iadolescents iand idemocratic iactivity, imay ibe 

ifound iin ian iessay ion icitizenship iconcepts iby 

iMarshalli(1950). iHe ihas ibeen ia icritical 

iparticipant iin ithe idiscussion iof ithe irights ithat 

iare iessential ifor icitizens' ifull idemocratic 
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ipolitical iinvolvement. iIn ihis iessay, ihe ilooked 

iat ithe ievolution iof ithree imain isorts iof irights 

ithroughout ihistory: icivil irights, iwhich iare ithe 

icornerstones iof ihuman ifreedom; ipolitical 

irights, iwhich icover ithe iright ito ipolitical 

iparticipation iand ifundamental ieconomic 

istability; iand isocial irights. 

According ito iListeri(2005) iand iMller i& 

iSkaaning i(2010), ithe ifinal istage iof ithis ithree-

part itransition iin iterms iof isocial irights iwas 

iregarded ias ihaving ithe imost iimpact ion 

iconcepts iof icitizenship iand idemocracy. iThe 

iextent ito iwhich ithe igeneral ipeople iin 

icontemporary idemocracies iaccept iany ior iall 

ithese icitizenship irights ias idemocratic 

iprinciples iis ianother ikey ifactor ito iconsider. 

iMarshall isaw ithese ithree icitizenship irights ias 

istages iin imodern iwelfare istates' isocial iand 

ipolitical igrowth. iEven ithough ithe 

ifundamentaliIt iis iunclear ito iwhat idegree ithe 

iother itwo itypes iof icitizenship irights—political 

iand isocial—are icompletely irealized iin 

idemocratic icountries. iWhile ithe icivil irights 

iMarshall iaddressed, ilike iproperty irights, iare 

iusually itaken ifor igranted iin imodern 

idemocracies. iMarshall's ifocus ion ithe iidea iof 

isocial irights—that iestablishing isocial irights iis 

inot ionly ia imatter iof iideological ipreference 

ibut imust ibe irecognized ias ifundamental ito 

iachieving ibasic irights ifor icitizens iin 

icontemporary idemocracies—made iit ia 

ifundamental iadvance iin ihis 

iframeworki(Connell, i2012). 

This itheory, iclosely irelated ito ithe ipolitical 

ieconomy itheory, iexplains ithe irelationship 

ibetween iyoung ipeople's ipolitical iengagement 

iand idemocracy iand igovernance. iBuilding ion 

iMarshall's itheoretical iframework, iwe ifocus ion 

ithe itwo ikinds iof icitizenship irights—the 

i"political irights" iand i"social irights" 

iconceptions ias idemocratic iideals—that iare 

iparticularly ipertinent ifor ithe icurrent ipolitical 

idiscussions. iResearchers iare iinquisitive iabout 

ihow ipeople iwho iuphold ithese ivaried 

idemocratic iideals iwill iparticipate iin ipolitics 

iand iother ipolitical iprocesses. iWe iseek ito 

idetermine iwhether idistinctive idemocratic iideals 

imay iserve ias ia idriving iforce ifor iforms iof 

ipolitical iparticipation. iThis istudy iexpands ion 

irecent iresearch ishowing ihow idemocratic iideas 

iand inorms, isuch ias icivic iobligation, ican 

iinfluence iconventional ipolitical iconduct, ilike 

ivotingi(Galais i& iBlais, i2016). iBased ion ithe 

iidea ithat inormative istandards ican iinfluence 

ibehaviour iand ithat iyoung ipeople's ipolitical 

iengagement ican ihave ian iimpact ion idemocratic 

igovernance. 

We ican imake iconnections ibetween ithe ilarger 

ibody iof itheoretical iand inormative iliterature ion 

iideal iconceptions iof idemocracy iand ithe imore 

iempirically ioriented istudy ionipolitical 

iinvolvement. iOne istraightforward iexpectation iis 

ithat ipersons iwho iaccept iboth isorts iof 

idemocratic ibeliefs iregarding iwhat ithey ithink 

ito ibe iimportant ifor idemocracy iwill ibe 

ipolitically iactive, ias iopposed ito ithose iwho 

ihave ino isolid idemocratic iprinciples. 

Another isignificant itheoretical iissue iis ihow ito 

icompare ithe inotions iof i"political irights" iand 

i"social irights" iregarding ihow imuch ithey idiffer 

ifrom ione ianother iin iterms iof iengaging iin 

idifferent ipolitical ibehaviours. iFocusing ion 

icitizens' ipolitical iparticipation iand iresponses iin 

ithe imost irecent ielections iheld iand itheir 

iaftermath, ithe iliterature iwill isuggest ithat iif 

ithese igroups ibehave idifferently iin iterms iof 

ipolitical iactivities, ithey iengage idirectly itoward 

iestablished idemocratic iinstitutions icompared ito 

itheir inon-institutionalized ipolitical ibehaviour. 

iMore ispecifically, ibecause iof itheir iinnate 

iconcern ifor ipolitical iinstitutions iand ipractices, 

iwe ianticipate ithat iindividuals iwho iprioritize 

itraditional ipolitical irights, isuch ias ifree, 

icredible, iand ifair ielections, iwill iengage iin 

iinstitutionalized ipoliticaliconduct imore iactively 

ithan iother icitizens. iThe ilogic isupporting ithis 

ianticipation iis, itherefore, ithat ithose imotivated 

iby isocial irights iconcerns iwill iexplicitly 

iengage iin inon-institutionalized ipolitical iactivity 

iand idirect itheir ipolitical ivoice ito iactors ilike 

ilabor iunions, isocial imovements, iand icivic 

iorganizations. 

The idemocratic iprinciples ibattery, iwhich icovers 

iboth isocial iand ipolitical irights-related itopics 

ilike iensuring ifree iand ifair ielections iand 

iprotecting icitizens ifrom ipoverty, ienables ius ito 

ievaluate iMarshall's itheories. iThe iESS i2012 

imodule ion idemocratic iviews iis iunique. iIt 

iexamines ithese itopics ias ipart iof ia 

irespondent's icomprehensive ivision iof ianiideal 

idemocracy, ieven ithough igeneric ipreferences ion 

isocial irights-related ithemes ihave ibeen 

iextensively iresearched iby ipublic iopinion 

iresearchi(Reeskens i& ivan iOorschot i2013). 

The iphrase i"democracy iin igeneral" iwas iused 

iin ithe iquestion's iwording ito iprevent 

irespondents ifrom iinterpreting iit ias ia iquery 

iabout ithe iworkings iof itheir iown ipolitical 

isystem. iIn ithe icurrent istudy, iwe iextend ipast 

iresearch ithat iexamines ivarious iaspects iof 
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ithese iprinciplesi(Hooghe iet ial., i2017; iOser i& 

iHooghe, i2018) ito ishow ia iconnection ibetween 

idemocratic ibeliefs iand ipolitical ibehaviour. iWe 

iinvestigate ithese ipolitical iactivities iusing ia 

icommon iconceptual iand iempirical idistinction 

ibetween iinstitutionalized iand inon-

institutionalized ipolitical iactivity ifrom ithe 

iliterature. iThis iESS imodule ialso iincludes 

icommon iand iwell-known iquestions ion ia irange 

iof ipolitical iactions ithat ihave iappeared iin ithe 

iESS iand irelated isurveysi(Barnes i& iKaase 

i1979; iMarien iet ial. i2010). 

 

2.5.3.1 The iEmpowerment iTheory iand 

iPolitical iParticipation iof iYouth iin iNigeria 

In ithe iNigerian icontext, iempowerment itheory 

ioffers ia ipowerful ilens ithrough iwhich ito 

iexamine ithe ifactors ithat iaffect iyouth 

iengagement iin ipolitical iprocesses. iNigeria, ia 

ination icharacterized iby idiverse isocio-political 

ichallenges, iexperiences isignificant iobstacles ito 

iyouth iparticipation. iEmpowerment itheory iposits 

ithat ienhancing ithe iempowerment iof iyoung 

iNigerians iis icrucial ito ipromoting itheir iactive 

iengagement iin ithe ipolitical isphere. 

One ikey iinsight ifrom iempowerment itheory iis 

ithat iit ihighlights ithe irole iof ipersonal iand 

ipsychological iempowermenti(Perkins i& 

iZimmerman, i2015). iThis iform iof 

iempowerment iemphasizes ithe idevelopment iof 

iself-efficacy, imotivation, iand iself-confidence. 

iIn ithe icontext iof iyouth iparticipation, ipersonal 

iempowerment ican iempoweriyoung iindividuals 

ito iovercome ichallenges, itake iinitiatives, iand 

idevelop ia isense iof ipolitical iagency. 

Moreover, iempowerment itheory iunderscores 

ithat iindividuals ineed iaccess ito iresources, 

iinformation, iand iopportunities ito ifully 

iparticipate iin isocietyi(Zimmerman, i2000). iIn 

iNigeria, iwhere iyouth ioften iface ieconomic iand 

ieducational ibarriers, iaccess ito ithese iresources 

iis icrucial. iEmpowerment iinterventions ithat 

iprovide iresources iand iinformation ican ienhance 

ithe icapacity iof iyoung iNigerians ito iengage 

ieffectively iin ithe ipolitical iprocess. 

Empowerment itheory ialso ihighlights ithe 

iimportance iof iorganizational iand icommunity 

iempowermenti(Perkins i& iZimmerman, i2015). 

iWithin iNigeria, icommunity iorganizations, inon-

governmental iorganizations i(NGOs), iand icivil 

isociety igroups iplay ia icritical irole iin 

ifacilitating iyouth iengagement. iEmpowerment 

iwithin ithese iorganizations ican iamplify ithe 

iimpact iof iyouth iparticipation iand ifoster ia 

isense iof ibelonging iand iinfluence. 

 

2.5.3.2 The iEmpowerment iTheory: 

iRelevance iand iImplications ifor iPolitical 

iParticipation iof iYouth iand iImpact ion 

iDemocracy iin iNigeria 
The iimplications iof iempowerment itheory ifor 

idemocracy iin iNigeria iare isubstantial. 

iDemocracy ithrives iwhen iindividuals iand 

icommunities iare iempowered ito iparticipate 

iactively, ivoice itheir iconcerns, iand iinfluence 

ipolicy idecisionsi(Zimmerman, i2000; iPerkins i& 

iZimmerman, i2015). iEmpowering iyoung 

iNigerians ito iengage iin ipolitics iholds ithe 

ipotential ito ienhance ithe iquality iand 

isustainability iof idemocracy iin ithe ination. 

iEmpowerment itheory iunderscores ithat 

iindividuals iwho ifeel ia isense iof iempowerment 

iareimore ilikely ito iengage iin ipolitical iactivities 

iand icivic iparticipationi(Perkins i& iZimmerman, 

i2015). iWhen iyouth iare iempowered, ithey iare 

imore ilikely ito iexercise itheir irights ito ivote, 

ijoin ipolitical imovements, iand iadvocate ifor 

itheir iinterests, ithus icontributing ito ia imore 

ivibrant iand irepresentative idemocracy. 

Moreover, iempowerment itheory iacknowledges 

ithat iparticipation iin idemocratic iprocesses iis 

inot ilimited ito ivoting ialone; iit iincludes 

iengaging iin ipolicy idebates, icommunity 

iorganizing, iand iadvocacyi(Zimmerman, i2000). 

iEmpowered iyouth iare imore ilikely ito iengage 

iin ithese iforms iof iparticipation, icontributing ito 

ia imore iinformed iand iparticipatory idemocracy. 

iEmpowerment itheory ialso iemphasizes ithe 

ipotential ifor idemocratic iconsolidation ithrough 

iincreased ipolitical iengagement. iA iconsolidated 

idemocracy irequires ithe iactive iinvolvement iof 

idiverse isegments iof ithe ipopulation, iincluding 

iyouth. iWhen iyoung iNigerians iare iempowered 

ito iparticipate iin ipolitics, ithe idemocratic 

isystem ibecomes imore irobust, iresponsive, iand 

irepresentative, iwhich icontributes ito ithe 

iconsolidation iof idemocratic inorms iand 

iinstitutions. 

2.5.3.3 The iRole iof iEmpowerment iTheory 

iin iAddressing ithe iResearch iQuestions 

The iapplication iof iempowerment itheory iin ithe 

istudy ititled i"Political iParticipation iof iYouth, 

iImpact ion iDemocracy iin iNigeria" iserves 

iseveral icritical ipurposes: 

Examining ithe iComponents iof 

iEmpowerment: iEmpowerment itheory iallows 

ifor ian iin-depth iexamination iof ithe ivarious 

icomponents iof iempowerment, iincluding 

ipersonal, iorganizational, iand icommunity 

iempowermenti(Perkins i& iZimmerman, i2015). 
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iThe istudy ican iexplore ihow ithese idifferent 

iforms iof iempowerment iinfluence iyouth 

iparticipation. 

Analyzing ithe iImpact iof iEmpowerment ion 

iYouth iParticipation: iThe itheory iprovides ia 

iframework ifor iassessing ihow iempowerment 

iprocesses iand iinterventions iaffect ithe ipolitical 

iengagement iof iyoung iNigerians. iIt iallows ifor 

ian iexploration iof ithe icausal ilinks ibetween 

iempowerment iand iincreased ipolitical 

iparticipation. 

Identifying iEmpowerment iStrategies: 
iEmpowerment itheory ican iassist iin iidentifying 

ieffective istrategies iand iinterventions ithat 

iempower iyouth ito iparticipate iin ipolitics. iThis 

iincludes iexamining ibest ipractices iin ieducation, 

iskill-building, iand iresource iaccess ithat ienhance 

iempowermenti(Zimmerman, i2000). 

Evaluating ithe iImpact ion iDemocracy: iThe 

istudy ican iassess ithe iimplications iof 

iempowered iyouth iparticipation ifor idemocracy 

iin iNigeria. iIt ican iexamine ihow iincreased 

ipolitical iengagement iamong iyouth iinfluences 

idemocratic inorms, irepresentation, iand 

iresponsiveness. 

In iconclusion, iempowerment itheory, ias 

ipresented iby ileading ischolars, iserves ias ia 

irobust itheoretical iframework ifor ithe iPh.D. 

istudy ititled i"Political iParticipation iof iYouth, 

iImpact ion iDemocracy iin iNigeria." iBy idelving 

iinto ithe imultifaceted inature iof iempowerment, 

ithis iresearch icontributes ito ia ideeper 

iunderstanding iof ihow iempowering iyoung 

iNigerians ito iparticipate iin ipolitics ican ihave 

ifar-reaching iimplications ifor idemocratic 

iconsolidation. iThe ifindings iof ithe istudy ihold 

ithe ipotential ito ioffer ivaluable iinsights iand 

irecommendations ifor ienhancing iyouth 

iparticipation, ipromoting ia imore ivibrant iand 

iresponsive ipolitical isystem, iand icontributing ito 

ithe iconsolidation iof idemocracy iin iNigeria. 

 

III. HISTORICAL iBACKGROUND iTO 

iYOUTH iPOLITICAL 

iPARTICIPATION iAND 

iDEMOCRACY iIN iNIGERIA 
3.1  iIntroduction 

The iimportance iof iyouths ito ithe idevelopment 

iand isustenance iof iany idemocracy icannot ibe 

iover-emphasized, ias iseen iin ithe ipast. iHence, 

ithe iinvestigation iinto iyouth’s ipolitical 

iparticipation iand idemocratic idevelopment iin 

iNigeria icould inot ihave icome iat ia ibetter itime 

ithan ithis. iThe ihistorical icontext iof ithe istudy's 

iindependent iand idependent ivariables iwill ibe 

icovered iin idetail iin ithe ifollowing ichapter, 

iwhich iserves ias ian ioverview. iNigeria's 

ipolitical isystem iis imarked iby igerontocracy, 

icorruption iin ipolitical iappointments, iand ithe 

iexclusion iof iyoung iNigerians ifrom idecision-

making iand igovernance iprocesses iin ipublic 

ioffices. iMost iAfrican ipresidents iwho ireach ithe 

iapex ipolitical ioffice iin itheir irespective 

icountries ido iso iafter iturning i70, ia isign iof ithe 

igerontocracy ipractice ithat icharacterizes iAfrican 

ipoliticsi(YIAGA iAfrica, iWiki icontributor, 

i2021). 

Adelekani(2010) iunderlined ithat, iin ian iideal 

iworld, idemocracy ientails icitizens itaking ipart 

iin idecisions ithat iaffect itheir ilives iand, iby 

iextension, itheir icountry. iA idemocratic isystem 

irequires ithat ithe ipopulace iparticipate ientirely 

iin ithe idemocratic iprocesses iof iselecting 

ileaders iand ieffectively idisseminating ipublic 

ipolicies iand iattitudes. iAny igovernment ior 

istate ithat iaspires ito ibe idemocratic 

ifundamentally iaccept ia ihigh idegree iof 

ipolitical iengagement, iopenness, ienjoyment iof 

icivic iand ipolitical iliberty, iand 

icompetitiveichoice.. iHowever, ithere iare iseveral 

iways ito iengage iin ipolitics; iall iare irightly 

icaptured. 

3.2 Historical ibackground ito iyouths' 

ipolitical iparticipation iand idemocracy iin 

iNigeria 

In iany icommunity, iwhether icivilized ior 

iagricultural, iAwolowo iand iAlukoi(2010) iassert 

ithat ithe ipursuit iof icontrol ifor ipower, ithe 

iacquisition iof iauthority, iand ithe icapacity ito 

iinfluence idecision-making iare ithe iprimary 

iaims iof ipolitical iparticipation. iParticipating iin 

ipolitics iis ia icrucial imethod ito igive isomething 

iback ito ithe ipolitical isystem iand ithe ination's 

ioverall idevelopment. iPolitical iengagement iis 

ione iof ithe ifundamental inecessities iof ievery 

idemocratic iadministration. iThe iadmirable irole 

iperformed iby iNigerian iyouths iin iterms iof 

imobilization iof idefense ias ipalace iguards, 

idissemination iof iinformation ias ito itown icriers, 

imessengers, iand icrucial istakeholder's idecisions 

imaking iin isome isocieties, ipre-colonial iand 

icolonial ipolitics ibegan iat ithe ivery igrassroots 

ilevel. 

She iexperienced iseveral icrises iin iher isearch 

ifor idemocratic isustainability iand iconsolidation, 

ias iwe iwill isee ilater. iThese iupheavals 

iconcerned iyouth ipolitical iinclusion iand 

iengagement. iWhen ithis iyouthful ienergy iis inot 

iproperly ifunneled iand iused ifor isocietal 
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iadvancement iand igrowth, iit iwill iunavoidably 

ibe iinvestigated ifor ivices ilike iviolent iprotests, 

iwanton iproperty idestruction iand imurder iof 

ipeople ibelieved ito ibe ipolitical irivals, ielectoral 

iviolence, ido-or-die irelationships, iand iother 

ipolitical icorruptions icommitted iby imost iof ithe 

iNigerian iyouth iat ithe igrassroots ileveli(Whyte, 

i2013; iOmotosho, i2007). 

 

3.2.1 Youth ipolitical iparticipation iand 

idemocracy iin ithe iPre-Colonial iera iin 

iNigeria 

Despite ithe iabsence iof iformal idemocratic 

igovernment iinstitutions ilike ithose iin ithe 

imodern iera, ithere iwere isome iin ithe ipre-

colonial iera. iSome iorganizations icarried iout 

ithe ifunctions iof ithe iexecutive, ijudicial, iand 

ilegislative ibranches iof igovernment ieither 

itogether ior iindependently. iThe iyoung iplayed ia 

iprominent irole iin ithe iadministrative ibody iand, 

iin isome icircumstances, ithe ilegislative iwhen iit 

icame ito ipassing ilegislation ifor ithe 

icommunities. 

Ajose iconcurred iwith ithe isubmission, ibut ihe 

iclaimed ithat ihistorically, ithe imajority iof 

ischolarly iworks iof ithis ikind ihave itended ito 

ioverlook ithis iperiod iusing ithe iargument ithat 

ias ithere iwas ino istate isystem ior iofficially 

irecognized iform iof igovernance iat ithe itime, 

iyouth iinvolvement iin ilocal ipolitics iwas inot 

ipermitted. iIndigenous istate iand ipolitical 

isystems iwere iestablished ito imanage ithe 

ipeople's iaffairs ilong ibefore icolonialism istarted, 

ieven ithough ithere imay inot ihave ibeen ia 

ilegally irecognized igovernment iin iplace iat ithe 

itimei(Ajose, i2003). iEven ithough ithey iwere 

inot ivisible ior iacknowledged iin ithe 

iconstitutional iform ias iit iis itoday, ipre-colonial 

iadministrative isystems iwere, iin ifact, iwell-

established iand iwell-organized, iwith ia icentral 

ichain iof icommand iand ia idivision iof iroles 

iand iresponsibilities iamong ivarious isocial 

igroups. 

The icabinet icouncil iof ithe iemir, ichiefs, iobas, 

ior ikings iincluded iyouth ileaders iwho iwere 

ieffectively irepresented iand iinvolved iin 

isignificant idecision-making iprocesses ithat 

iaffected ithe ientire icountry. iDuring ipre-colonial 

iand icolonial iNigeria, iimaginative, iTraditional 

ileaders isuch ias iOba iKosoko, iNana iof iOlomu, 

iand iKing iJaja iof iOpobo iareiyouthful iand 

idynamic, iand iUsman iDan iFodio ireigned iover 

itheir irespective iterritories iwith idignity. iThe 

imodern idemocratic iregime iwas iestablished iby 

ipeople iwho ihad iselflessness iand igood imorals, 

iincluding iHerbert iMacaulay, iNnamdi iAzikwe, 

iChief iObafemi iAwolowo, iAhmadu iBello, 

iTafawa iBalewa, iand iChief iAnthony iEnahoro, 

iwho iall iwere ikey iproponents iof ithe icause iof 

iNigeria's ifreedom iwith ievery idrop iof itheir 

isweat iwhen icolonialism iwas iat iits 

iheighti(Olawale i& iBolaji, i2020). 

According ito iCrowder, ithey iwere itraditional 

iinstitutions ihandpicked iby ithe ipeople, iwhich iis 

iin iaccordance iwith itheir icustoms, ito irule/run 

ithe isocietyi(Crowder, i1978; iFalola iet ial., 

i1991). iThe iyoung ihad ia isignificant iimpact ion 

ithese itraditional ipolitical iorganizations ias iwell 

ias ithe ipre-colonial iNigerian ipolitical iorder. iIn 

itimes iof iforeign iaggression, ithe iteenagers 

iwere ivisible, imanning ipositions iof isecurity, 

idefense, iand iwarriors. iThe iyoungsters iwere 

ipalace iguards, itown icriers, iand iin icharge iof 

ipublic iinformation itransmission. iThe icouncil 

iof ilaw-making ielders iand ichiefs iobserved iand 

isupervised iyouth iin isuch iprocesses. 

Even ithough ithere iwere ithen iand istill iare 

imore ithan i200 idifferent iethnic igroups iin 

iNigeria, ithe iHausa, iYoruba, iand iIgbo 

itraditional isystems iare iimportant. iIt ishould ibe 

inoted ithat ithe idecision ito ifocus ion ithese 

ithree itraditional isystems iwas imotivated iby ithe 

ifact ithat ithis iessay icannot icompletely 

iinvestigate iall ithese iethnicities. iTherefore, ithis 

iextent iis inecessary ito iadequately iportray iall 

ipre-colonial iadministrative icommunities. iUnder 

ithe iguise iof iholding ithe iposition iof iMia-gida, 

iyoung ipeople iserved ias icommunity 

irepresentatives iin ithe iHausa itraditional isystem. 

Families iare iconsidered iin ipolitical iand ipublic 

idebates iand iat ithe iward, idistrict, iand iemirate 

ilevels. iThe iMai-gida iwas ifrequently ithe ioldest 

imale iadult iin ithe iprevious igovernmental 

isystem, ithe iCompoundi(Crowder, i1978). iThe 

irole iof iyouth iin ipre-colonial iNigerian ipolitics 

iwas inot ilimited ito ithe iHausa itraditional 

isystem, ias ipreviously imentioned; iUsing ithe 

iAge iGrade iwebsite, iit iwas ialso ideeply 

iembedded iin ithe itraditional iIgbo isystem. iThe 

iyouth iengaged iin ithe iIgbo itraditional isystem 

ithrough ithe iAssociation iand ithe iGeneral 

iAssembly. iAccording ito iLeo iDare's istudy 

ifrom i1983 ithat i"In ithe iIgbo itraditional 

isystem, iGovernment iof ithe icommunity iwas iby 

idirect idemocracy iwhich irequires ithe 

iparticipation iof iAdult imales." iWhile ithe imen 

iare ireligiously iforbidden ito ibow ior iaccept 

iorders ifrom iwomen, iand ithe iHausa's idominant 

ireligion iopposed ithe iidea iof iwomen 

iparticipating iin ithe iadministration iand ipolitics 
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iof ithe icommunity, ithe iIgbo iand iYoruba 

itraditional isystems iboth igave iwomen ia 

isignificant iamount iof iparticipation, ithe iHausa 

itraditional isystem idid inot i(Abdullahi, i1979). 

Youths iwere, inonetheless, iprominently 

idisplayed iin ithis itraditional igovernance. iYouth 

iwere ialso iinvolved ithrough i"Egbe iOdo," ithe 

iyouth iwing iof ithe iYoruba itraditional isystem. 

iIts iobjective iwas ito iadvance iyouth iinterests 

icollectively iby iexpressing itheir iopinions ion 

isocietal iissuesi(Crowder, i1978). iHowever, ithe 

iavailable idata imake iit iclear ithat iyouth 

iinvolvement iin ipolitics, igovernment, iand ithe 

isocioeconomic isystem iis ia ilifelong 

iundertaking. 

The ibirth iof iwhat iis inow iknown iasi“Nigeria” 

iand iher igovernance iis ithought ito ibe ias iold ias 

iNigeria's iyouth ipolitical iengagement iand 

igovernance. iIt iis iequally ivital ito inoteithat, 

ieven ibefore ipre-colonial iNigeria ifell iinto ithe 

ipowerful ihands iof icolonialism, itheir 

icontribution ito ithe icountry's ipolitical iorder 

iwas inot ionly iconstructive ibut ialso icrucial ito 

iits isurvival. iThese ienergetic iyoung ipeople 

iactively iworked iin imining, iagriculture, iand 

iother iuseful iendeavors iwhile ialso iassisting ithe 

ielderly iin irunning itheir irespective ilands. iIn 

isome icircumstances, iwhen ithe iheir iis ito 

iinherit ithe ithrone, ithey iare itaught, itrained, 

iand iguided ias iyouths ito ifulfill isuch iroles iand 

iobligations iefficiently. iYouths iwere itown 

icriers, iemissaries, ipalace iprotocol, iand iguards. 

Evidently, ithe ipolitical iculture iand ivalues 

iprevalent iamong iyoung ipeople iduring ithis 

itime iinfluenced ithe iproper ipolitical iattitudes 

iand ibehaviours idisplayed iby ithe iyouths iin ithe 

ipolitical isphere, isuch ias itolerance, ipatience, 

ipatriotism, ia isense iof iunity, iand igeneral igood 

ibehaviour. iThese icharacteristics icharacterized 

ithe ipolitical iengagement iof iyoung iNigerians 

iprior ito icolonialism. iThis igives ius ifaith ithat 

iyoung ipeople iare iessential iin ithe irelationship 

ibetween ipolitical iparticipation iby iNigerian 

iyouth ibefore icolonialism iand idemocratic 

igovernance. iAs iwe ilater idiscovered iin ithis 

ihistorical ipresentation, iyouths' ipositive irole iin 

igrassroots ipolitics iin ipre-colonial iNigeria 

ipersisted iinto ithe icolonial iera iwith iincreased 

ipolitical iparticipation iand iconsciousness 

imotivated iby ithe idesire ifor ifreedom iand iself-

actualization. 

 

 

 

3.2.2 Youth iPolitical iParticipation iand 

iDemocracy iin ithe iColonial iEra iin iNigeria 
 Objectively, ithe icolonial iera isaw ithe 

iheight iof iyouth iand istudent iachievements iin 

ithe istruggle ifor iNigeria's iindependence iand 

ilong-term ipolitical idevelopment, iparticularly iat 

ithe igrassroots ileveli(Olusanya, i1980). iThe ipre-

colonial icenturies' iyouthful ivitality iandipolitical 

iknowledge iclashed iwith ithe inationalistic izeal 

ithat iruled iamong iyoung ipeople ithroughout 

icolonial itimes. iThis iambition iundoubtedly 

irepresented ithe iideal ipolitical iculture ithat ithe 

iyoung ipeople iof ithis iage iwere isocialized iinto. 

iAs ia iresult, iit iimpacted itheir iroles, iconducts, 

iand ibehaviours iin ithe icolonial ipolitical iorder. 

Before iHerbert iMacaulay iand iother inon-

professionals ilike iC.C. iAdeniyi-Jones, iEric 

iMoore, iJ.C. iZizier, iand iT.A. iDoherty icreated 

ithe iNigerian iNational iDemocratic iParty 

i(NNDP), ithere iwas ino ianti-colonial iNigerian 

iorganization ithat icould iarticulate ithe ipeople's 

iwishes ifor iself-government iand iindependence. 

iTheir ipolitical iparticipation, itenacious ifight 

iagainst ithe iBritish iimperialists, iformidable 

iorganization, irhetorical ifinesse, ihard ieffort, 

iagitation, iand iprotest iagainst ioffensive iand 

iantiquated icolonial ilaws iproduced ian iodd 

iamalgam iof iferocious inationalism iand ipolitical 

iactivism. iMembers iwith iboth iradical iand 

iconservative ileanings icould icome itogether iand 

idemand iliberation ithanks ito ithemi(Ogunna, 

iIbezim, iAdelola, iand iOfondu, i2017). 

The iNigerian iYouth iMovement iwas ianother 

iinfluential ipolitical iparticipation ivehicle 

isupported iby ithe iyouth iin ithis iregard iduring 

ithe icolonial iera. iThe imovement iwas iactively 

iled iby iErnest iIkoli, iSir, iand iincluded iKofo iA. 

iAbayomi, iNnamdi iAzikiwe, iChief iObafemi 

iAwolowo, iDavies iH.O., iVaughan iJ.C., iand 

iSamuel iAkinsanya. iSir iAzikiwe ilater icreated 

ithe iNational iCouncil iof iNigeria iafter ileaving 

ithe iNigerian iYouth iMovement ifor ivarious 

iobvious ireasons. iIndisputable iproof iof ithe 

ivalue iof ithe ifounding iof ithe iWest iAfrican 

iStudents iUnion i(WASU), iwhich iwas 

ihistorically iformed, iwas ione iexample iof ithe 

igrassroots iyouth iand istudent iparticipation iin 

ithe icolonial iNigerian ipolitical iorder. iready 

itoiadvocate ifor ithe iplight iof inot ionly iNigerian 

istudents ibut ithe istudents iin iWest iAfrica ias ia 

iwhole iand ito isensitize ithe iWest iAfrican 

ipeople ito ithe iills iof iImperialism. iIn itheir iown 

icountries iand ioverseas, iwell-known ipeople ilike 

iJulius iOjo-Cole, iHerbert iMacauley, iand iothers 
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ifought iagainst ioppressive icolonial ieducational 

irules iaffecting iWest iAfrican istudents. 

To iits icredit, iit istopped ithe ipredatory iAfrican 

iVillage ishow iin iNewcastle idirected iat iWest 

iAfrican istudents istudying iin iBritain. iIn iits 

ifight iagainst iimperialism iand iall itypes iof 

iprejudice iand iexploitation iagainst iWest 

iAfrican istudents, ithe iWest iAfrican iStudents 

iUnion i(WASU) ifounded isome ibranches iin 

iGhana, ithe iSierra iLeone, ithe iCongo, iNigeria, 

iand ithe iGold iCoast. iLater, ithese ibranches ihad 

ian iimpact ion ithe iGold iCoast iYouth 

iConference iin iGhana iand ithe iNigerian iYouth 

iMovement iin iNigeria. iThese iyouth imovements 

iwere iat ithe iforefront iof ithe igrassroots istruggle 

iagainst ithe iills iof iimperialism iin ian iendeavor 

ito ifree itheir ilocal icommunities ifrom 

icolonialismi(Olusanya, i1980). 

Nevertheless, iafterward, iin iAugust i1944, iChief 

iNnamdi iAzikiwe isplit ifrom ithe iNational 

iYouth iMovement iand iestablished ithe iNational 

iCouncil iof iNigeria iCitizens. iOrganizations, 

igroups, iand iassociations ilinked ito ivarious 

iforms iof ipolitical iengagement iand 

iconsciousness iwere inot ipermitted ito ijoin. 

iTrade iUnions, iPolitical iPartiesi(Democratic 

iParty iand iYoung iDemocrats iParty), iliterary 

isocieties, iprofessional iassociations, isocialiclubs, 

iand itribal iunions iwere isome iof ithe iaffiliated 

iorganizations ito iNCNC imembers iwho iwere iall 

iactively iinvolved ibecause ithey ihad ia iwell-

organized istructure iand ilevels iof iorganizations 

ifrom ithe ilocal, idivisional, iregional, iand 

inational ilevel. iThese idivisionaliorganizing 

isecretaries icoordinated ithe ipolitical iactivities 

iof ithe iparty. iDr. iNamdi iAzikiwe iplayed ia 

idominant irole iin ithe iNCNC, imuch ilike iChief 

iAwolowo idid iin ithe iAction iGroup i(AG), iby 

iusing iincisive ipublic ispeeches iand iferocious 

ijournalism iin itheir ichain iof inewspapers, 

iparticularly ithe iNigerian iPILOT iand 

imagazines, ifor iactivism iand ito ifight ithe 

inationalist icause iand idemand ifor 

ifreedomi(Ogunna, iIbezim, iAdelola, iand 

iOfondu, i2017). 

Similarly, ithe iAction iGroup iis iassociated iwith 

ithe iNigerian iYouth imovement. iIts ifounding 

imembers, iBode iThomas, iFRA iWilliams, iM.A. 

iOgun, iand iSamuel iL. iAkintola, iwere iprimarily 

iyoung ipeople iwith ithe izeal iand ivigor ito 

iengage iin ipolitical iengagement iand iother 

iforms iof iactivism. iThe iparty iwas idedicated ito 

iensuring iit iprotects iand iupholds ifundamental 

ihuman irights, ifreedom iof ispeech, ithe irule iof 

ilaw, iextending ithe ivote ito iwomen iin ithe 

iNorth, iand ipolitical iactivism iin igeneral. iThis 

iwas iin iaddition ito iits iprimary igoal iof 

iadvancing ithe iethnic iand icultural iinterests iof 

ithe iYoruba. iChief iAwolowo, ithe ihead iof ithe 

iAG, ifirmly ibelieved iin ia itechnocrat-run 

igovernment. iAs ia iresult, iexperts isuch ias 

ibureaucrats, iacademics, iand iprofessionals 

ishould ioversee ithe ieconomy iand ipolitics iin 

isociety ibecause, ias istated iin iPlato's iRepublic, 

ithese iindividuals iare imeant ito irule. iThe 

ipublic iand iother igroups iof icitizens iought ito 

ibe igood ifollowers iand icompelled ito icomply. 

iChief iAwolowo iput iforth ithis iidea iin ihis 

i1947 ibook iPath iTo iNigerians iFreedom. iAs ia 

iresult, ithe iAG ihad ia istrong ileadership iteam 

ithat iactively iparticipated iin ipolitics. iThe 

iNational iUnion iof iNigerian iStudents iwas ifirst 

iprominent iin iNigeria iin i1956, ibut iinternal 

istrife iamong iits inumerous iexecutives icaused 

ithis imovement ito icease iabruptly. 

The iNational iAssociation iof iNigerian iStudents 

i(NANS), iin icontrast ito ithe iWest iAfrican 

iStudents iUnion i(WASU), iwas iexclusively 

idedicated ito iNigerian istudents' iwelfare. 

iThrough ithis ivenue, iNigerian iadolescents 

iactively iraised ipolitical iconsciousness iamong 

ithemselves, iparticularly ifrom ithe igrassroots 

ilevel, iin ithe ibattle iagainst ioppressive iand 

iexploitative ipolicies ithat ithe icolonial 

iadministration iof iNigeria itargeted iat iNigerian 

istudents. iEveniin ithe iearly iyears iof iNigeria's 

iindependence, iit icontinued iits iactivities, iand 

iNigerian iyouth iinvolvement iin ianti-colonialist 

iefforts iwas iseen iat ithe ilocal ilevel. 

In igeneral, iit iis isignificant ito inote ithat ithe 

ielevated ilevels iof iactivism, inationalism, ithe 

iNigerian iyouth iduring ithe icolonial iera, 

idisplayed ipatriotism, iunity iof ipurpose, 

iconstructive icriticism, iand ia ifeeling iof icivic 

iand isocietal iresponsibility ithat iultimately 

icontributed ito iNigeria's iindependence. 

iessentially ireflections iof ithe ipolitical iculture 

iand ivalue iof iself-government, inationalism, 

iselfless, iand idisciplined ipolitics ithat ithe iyouth 

iwere iindoctrinated iwithin. iIt iis ienough ito isay 

ihere ithat ithis iculture iimpacted ithe inationalistic 

iroles ithat iyoung ipeople iin iNigeria iplayed 

iduring ithe idecolonization iprocess ias iforces ifor 

iliberation iand ichange, ias iwell ias iresistance ito 

ithe ipolitical iwrongdoings iof ithe icolonial 

ipower. 
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3.2.3 i Youth iPolitical iParticipation iand 

iDemocracy iof ithe iPost-Colonial iEra iin 

iNigeria 

 Most iNigerian istudents iengaged iin ithe 

istruggle ifor iindependence iduring ithe iearly 

iyears iof ithe icountry's iindependence; ithis 

ienabled ithe idissemination iof ithe iideal ipolitical 

iculture ithat iencouraged ithe iyoung igeneration 

ito iengage iin inationalistic ibehaviour ithroughout 

ithe icolonial iera. iAmong ithem iwere irenowned 

iindividuals ilike iErnest iOkoli,iChief iAnthony 

iEnahoro, iChief iObafemi iAwolowo, iDr. 

iNnamdi iAzikwe, iand imany iothers. iThey 

ifought ifor iNigeria's iindependence iwhile ibeing 

iinvolved iin ilocal iand inational ipolitics iin 

iNigeria. iYouth ishould ihave ibeen iactively 

iinvolved iin ipolitics ithrough ivoting, iselecting 

ior ielecting ipolitical ileaders, irunning ifor 

ielective ioffice, icreating ipolicies, icommunity 

iactivism, iand iother icivic iengagements, ito 

iname ijust ia ifew ioptions. 

 i However, ias iMenocal icorrectly inoted, 

iyouths, iparticularly iin ithis iadministration, iare 

ia idemographic igroup ithat ihas ibeen ilargely 

iexcluded, ineglected, iand imarginalized iin 

ipolicy iformulations, ipolitics, iand icivic 

iengagements. iTherefore, iensuring ithey ihave 

ithe ifreedom ito ivoice iand iexercise itheir 

iopinions iis iessential ito icreating ia idemocratic 

isociety ithat iis iinclusive, iresponsive, 

itransparent, iand iresponsiblei(Menocal, i2014). 

iYoung ipeople icomprised ia isizable iportion iof 

ithe iNigerian ileaders iwho itook iover ifrom ithe 

iBritish iin i1960 iand iruled ithe icountry iuntil 

i1966. iGeneral iYakubu iGowon itook iover ias 

iNigeria's iruler iafter iGeneral iJ.T.U. iIronsi's 

ipassing iwas ionly i32 iyears iold iat ithe itime, 

iand imany iNigerians iwere ipleased iwith ihow 

iarduously ihe ifought ifor iour ination's 

iunification iand iunity. iFamous iNigerian 

istudents ilikei“Wole iSoyinka, iG.T.G. iToby, iand 

iall iNigerian istudents” icollectively ihave itheir 

ipolitical iperspectives iinfluenced iby ithis istill-

viable ipolitical iculture. iIn ifact, ifrom ithe iFirst 

iRepublic ito ithe iThird iRepublic, iNigerian 

istudents' ifervent iresolve iand iconsciousness 

iwere iregarded ias iinsatiable. 

To irid ithe icountry's ipolity iof ithe iethnic 

ipolitics, ipolitical iviolence, iand ipoor iresource 

imanagement ithat iplagued iit, iyoung iofficers 

iled iby iMajor iChukwuemeka iNzeogwu iand 

iother iEastern ielements istaged ithe ifirst icoup 

id'état ion iJanuary i15, i1966.iThis iwas ievident, 

iif idebatably, iin itheir izeali(Carlisle, i2015). iThe 

iNorthern iArmy idivisions, iwho isuffered ithe 

iheaviest ilosses, imistook ithis iand iresponded 

iwith ireprisal iunder ithe ijustification ithat ithe 

icoup iwas imotivated iby ia itribal ipurpose; ithe 

idamaging iconsequences ican ibe ia itopic iof iits 

iown. iLike ithis, ithe iAli iMust iGo iSaga 

iaccurately iportrayed ithe irole iperformed iat ithis 

itime iby iNigerian iadolescents iand 

istudentsi(Carlisle, i2015). 

The iNigerian iyouths iand istudents isuccessfully 

ihad iAli iMuhammad, ithe ithen iminister ifor 

iEducation iunder iShehu iShagari's iregime, 

idismissed idue ito ihis ipoor imanagement iof ithe 

ieducation isector. iThis idismissal iand ithe 

idetermination ito isee ithat iChief iM.K.O. 

iAbiola, ithe ilegitimate iwinner iof ithe iJune i12, 

i1993, ipresidential ielection, iwas isworn iin ias 

ithe ination's ileader iunder ithe iauspices iof ithe 

iNANS, ispeaks ivolumes iabout itheir irole, 

iconduct, ibehaviour, iand iwhat ithey iwere 

iknown ifor iat ithe itimei(Almond i& iVerba, 

i1963). iThis ifurther isupports itheir icrucial irole 

iin iNigeria's icontinuous ieffort ito iestablish 

igrassroots ipolitics isustainably. iEven ithough ithe 

imajority iof ipolitical ileaders iat ithe itime iwho 

ihad iaccess ito ieducation iand ithe ichance ito 

ipursue ipolitical icareers iwere iyoung ipeople, 

ithe iexclusivity iissue iwas inot ias iblatant ias iit 

iis itoday iin ithe ipolitical isphere. 

In iaddition, ithe ination iwas ialready idivided 

ialong ireligious, iethnic, iand itribal ilines 

ifollowing ithe ipost-election iviolence ithat ibroke 

iout iand iculminated iin ithe ifirst icoup id'etat iin 

i1967. iIn icontrast ito ithe isoutherners iand 

iChristians iwho iruled ithe inorth iand iwere 

iattacked, islaughtered, iand isaw imany ichurches 

iburned, ithe inorthern isection iof iNigeria iwas 

idominated iby iMuslims. iIn iNigeria, ipolitics, 

iaccording ito iFaladei(2007), iis iviewed ias 

iaifilthy igame iplayed iwith ianimosity, ihatred, 

irancor, iand iother irelated iills. iAs ia iresult, 

iNigeria iis icaught iin ia ivicious icycle iof 

ipolitical iunrest iand iinstability. 

However, irecords ireveal ithat ithroughout ithe 

iearly iyears iof iindependence, iNigerian iyouths 

iwere ivalued iparticipants iin ithe icountry's ibody 

ipolitic, iparticularly igrassroots ipolitics, iboth 

iindividually iand icollectivelyi(Carlisle, i2015). 

iWhytei(2013) iemphasized ithat iwhen iit icomes 

ito imobilization ioperations iagainst isocietal 

ievils, imilitary ityranny, inational idifficulties, 

icapacity ibuilding, iand iretention imeasures, 

iNigerian iyouths iin itheir ivarious iformations iare 

ia iforce ito ibe ireckoned iwith. iWhen iNigerian 

ipupils iget isick, ithe ientire icountry idoes itoo, 

ihe icontinuesi(Carlisle, i2015). iThis ireflects ithe 
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iculture iand iidentity iof iNigerian istudents iand 

iyouth iin ithe iformative iyears iof itheir icountry. 

iA iculture ifree ifrom inationalistic itendencies, 

ieconomic imotives, ior idiscrimination ibased ion 

ireligion ior iethnicity. 

However, ithe iFourth iRepublic's iyouth's 

iposition, iconduct, ibehaviour, iand imethod iof 

ipolitical iparticipation ireadily iraise iconcerns 

iabout ithe itrajectory iof iNigeria's icurrent 

ipolitical isystem. iThis iis iespecially itrue 

icompared ito ithe ipre-colonial, icolonial, iand 

iearly iindependent ieras. iIn ithe imodern ipolitical 

istructure iand iprocesses, ithe iactivism iby 

ipolitical iactivists, ipolitical isavviness, iand 

iconsciousness ifor iwhich iNigerian iyoungsters 

iwere irenowned inow iappear ito ihave inever 

iexisted iand ito ibe inonexistent. iPolitical 

ibehaviours ilike ihooliganism, iblatant ipolitical 

iindifference, iprotest, iand ieasily iexploited itools 

iare idisplayed. 

It iis ipossibleito iargue ithat imany iother iforms 

iof iinvolvement iare idetrimental ito ithe 

ievolution iof iour idemocracy, iincluding 

iviolence, ithe idesire ito iget irich iquickly, 

iconstant imanipulation iand iexploitation iby 

ipoliticians ito iwin ielections iat iall icosts, iand 

imany imore. 

As ia iresult, iNigeria's ipolitical iship ihas ireached 

ithe iunfavorable ipoint iof iyouth imarginalization 

ifrom imainstream igovernance iand iimportant 

idecision-making. iYouths, itherefore, ilack ithe 

ijustification ito iconstructively iengage ithe 

ipromoters iand iactors iof ithese ihorrific 

ideceptive ideeds iand ito iplay itheir ipart ias ithe 

iforces idriving isocietal igrowth. iOf icourse, ithis 

iimplies ithat ithe iYouths iare iinvolved iin ithese 

iharmful ipolitical iinvolvement ibehaviours ihead-

on ior iin ibed iwith ithem. iHowever, iit iis 

iessential ito icarefully iconsider ithe icauses iand 

ifactors ithat iled ito ithe ichange ifrom itheir iideal 

irole ito ithe iunfavorable ione ithey iare icurrently 

iplaying iat ithe igrassroots ilevel iin ithe icontext 

iof ianalysis iand iin ilight iof irecent ievents ithat 

ihave ihappened isince ithe istudy iperiod iand iare 

istill irelevant ito ithis idiscussion. 

According ito iShishima, iNigerian iyouth iare 

ieager ito imake ia isignificant icontribution ito ithe 

iadvancement iof ithe iNigerian istate, ijust ias 

iyouths iin iother iareas iof ithe iworld iare 

iessential ito ithe igrowth iof itheir irespective 

icountries. iAs ia iresult, imany iviews iabout ihow 

iyouth icontributed ito ithe idevelopment iof 

iNigeria's iFourth iRepublic iare ibecoming imore 

ipopular iin ipolitical ieconomy idiscourse.i(Itodo, 

i2017). iIn iour iresearch, iwe ihave ifocused ion 

ithe irising iinterest iin ipolitical iengagement iand 

ithe ifavorable ieffects iof ithis itrend ion iNigerian 

icivil irule iand idemocracy. iHowever, igiven ithat 

iprogress iis inot ialways ieasy, ithis ican ionly 

ioccur iif ithe iyoung ipeople iof iNigeria iare 

isufficiently iempowered, ieducated, iandiprovided 

iwith ian ienabling ienvironment. iContrary ito 

iwhat iwe iobserve iin ithis icontext, iwhere iyouths 

iare inot iseen ias ikey iparticipants iin ithe 

idevelopment iprocess, ithe iyouth iis iessential 

iand iought ito ibe isupported iand iincluded iin 

ievery ipolitical idecision-making iby ithe 

igovernment iand ithe imost ipowerful ipolitical 

iactors. 

However, ino iconclusive iproof iexists iof 

ideliberate iinitiatives ior iregulations iaimed iat 

iyoung iempowerment ithrough ieducation, 

iinclusion, ior ivalue ireorientation. iAccording ito 

iChildren iand iyoung ipeople ihave ia iright ito 

ihave itheir iopinions iheard iand itaken iinto 

iconsideration iwhen imaking idecisions ithat iwill 

iimpact ithem, iaccording ito iArticle i12 iof ithe 

iUnited iNations iConvention ion ithe iRights iof 

ithe iChild. iAnother iversion iquotes ithe ilate 

iKofi iAnnan ias isaying, i"A isociety ithat ilocks 

iitself ioff ifrom iits iyouth isevers iits ilifeline; iit 

iis igoing ito ibleed ito ideath." iThe ipersistently 

ihigh iunemployment irate, iwhich ihas iquestioned 

ithe ivalue iof iour i21st-century ieducational 

icurriculum, iis ianother isign ithat imost iyoung 

ipeople iare inot iequipped ior iemployed ito ido 

ieffectively iin itheir inumerous isectors ior 

idisciplines, ias iobserved iin iother iclimes. 

Graduates iof i21st-century ieducation ishould ibe 

iprepared ito igenerate ijobs iand icontribute ito 

isociety irather ithan igoing iout iinto ithe iworld 

ihunting ifor iopportunities ithat ihave ialready 

ibeen icreated. iThe ipersistent iincompetence iof 

iNigerian igraduates ihas ia inumber iof inegative 

ieffects ion ithe ination iand iits icitizens, isome iof 

iwhich iare inow ibeing ifelt iand iothers iof iwhich 

imay imanifest iif ithe iissue iremainsi(Amina iet 

ial., i2016). iFundamentally, ithe imost icrucial 

iissue ito iemphasize ihere iis ione ireiterated iby 

iIsa i& iVambe ion ithe isignificance iof ithe iyouth 

ias ia ifundamental iframework iupon iwhich ithe 

isuccess iandidevelopment iof iany ination, 

iparticularly ithe igraduate iyouths, iare idependent. 

iThe istate ithat iholds ithem iis isolely iresponsible 

ifor ifostering isocietal igrowth ithrough itheir 

idevelopment. iWithout ithis isegment iof ithe 

ipopulation, iany icivilization iwould istruggle ito 

ifunction. 

Nwafori(2006) istates iplainly ithat imost iyoung 

ipeople inot iemployed iin ia ijob ithat ipays ia 
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iliving iturn iinto iagents iof ithuggery, isocial 

iunrest, iand ieconomic isabotage. iThis iarticle 

isummarizes isome iresearchers' iadditional 

iagreement ion ithe inotion ithat ithe ieconomic 

iconsequences iof ithis iunfavorable iclimate icould 

ibe isevere. iThe ienormous inumbers iof 

iadolescents iwho iare iemployed ior iempowered 

ihave ithe ipotential ito iundermine idemocratic 

iprocedures ibecause ithey ipose ia isevere ithreat 

iif ithe ipolitical ielite iuses ithem iin icovert 

iactions ithat iwill ibring iabout ithe iend iof ithe 

icountryi(Olatunji i& iAbioye, i2011; iAdepegba, 

i2011; iIbrahim, i2011; iLartey, i2011). iOne iof 

ithe ifoundations ifor ithis istudy's iinquiry iinto 

ithe irelationship ibetween igraduate iyouth iand 

iNigeria's idemocratic iprocesses iis iits ifocus ion 

ithis iissue. 

Due ito iits isize, istrength, ivibrancy, iand ireach, 

iyouth icomprise ia isignificant iportion iof ithe 

ipopulation iin ideveloped iand ideveloping 

idemocracies. iYouth iand itheir icapacity ito ihelp 

isociety itransform ihave idrawn imore iattention 

iin ithe iage iof iinventions iand iadvancements. 

iYoung ipeople iwith iextensive inetworks iand 

ihigh ilevels iof iknowledge iare ithe iagents ithat 

isupport imovements iand icauses ithat ihave 

ichanged ithe ipolitical iand ieconomic ilandscape 

iof inations. iNigeria ihas inever ibeen ishort iof 

ienergetic iyouth iwho ican iengage iin ipositive 

icivic iparticipation. iYouths iwere ihelpful iduring 

itimes iof inationaliemergency, iparticularly ibefore 

iand iright iafter ithe iemergence iof icivil irule iin 

i1999.i(Muheeb, i2015) 

Other icharacteristics iof iyoung ipeople, 

iaccording ito iOnwunah, iinclude iinventiveness, 

iexcitement, ihard ieffort, icourage, iand 

iadventure; iyoung ipeople iare ivery iadventurous 

iand ieager ito itest iand ivalidate inovel itheories. 

iIt iis irequired iof iyoung ipeople ito iparticipate 

iin idecision-making iprocesses ithat iimpact itheir 

iwellbeing. iand ithose iof iothers iwithin ithe 

isociety, isuch ias ithe icreation iof ithe 

iempowerment iprogrammes ilaunched iby ithe 

igovernment iat iall ilevels, ibecause ithey iare 

ipragmatic iin ipursuing iany iaction ithey ibelieve 

iin, iunlike iolder ipeople iwho itake itime ito 

istudy, ireflect, iand ithen iact. 

Onwumahi(2011:66) istates ithat iyouth imay ibe 

ieffectively irepresented iand iempowered ifor 

isustainable idevelopment ithrough ithis. iMore 

icrucially, iyouth-oriented itheory's iprimary igoal 

iis ito icreate ieffective isupport isystems ifor 

imarginalized iand iat-risk iadolescents iby 

iemphasizing iyouth iparticipation, igrowth, iand 

iempowerment, ias iappropriatei(Blanchet-Cohen 

iand iSalazar, i2009). iYouths iall iover ithe iworld 

iare imaking itheir imark iin ibusiness, itrade, 

iscience iand itechnology, iinformation, iand 

icommunication itechnology, iand ivia icollective 

iaction, ithey ihave iforced ichanges iin 

igovernmental istructures ifrom iEurope ito 

iAmerica, iAsia ito iAfrica. iGenerational ichanges 

iin ipolitical ileadership ihave ilately ioccurred iin 

inations ilike iFrance, iIreland, iCanada, iand, iup 

iuntil irecently, ithe iUK iand ithe iUSA. 

iHowever, ithe iworst iflaw iin icontemporary 

idemocracy icontinues ito ibe ithe iyouth's 

iunderrepresentation, imisrepresentation, iand 

ifrequent ihelplessness. iYouth ihave ibeen 

iclaimed ito ibe iunderserved iand ilimited ito 

iinsignificant iminoritiesi(Cresci, i2016). 

This isituation ihas igreatly iencouraged iyoung 

ipeople, iespecially ieducated iones, ito icampaign 

ifor ia ichange iin ithe istatus iquo iregarding ithe 

icountry's iage irestriction ifor ielective ipolitical 

ioffices. iThei“not itoo iyoung ito irun” ibill, 

iwhich iwas ieventually iratified iby ithe icountry's 

ilegislative iand iexecutive ibranches, iarticulated 

iand ireflected ithe imovement ifor iinclusivity iand 

igreater ipolitical iinvolvement. iThere iwere istill 

inumerous idifficulties ialong ithe iway, ias imay 

ibe iseen ihere. 

According ito ithe iglobal imovement ifori“Not 

iToo iYoung ito iRun”, iIn iformal ipolitical 

iinstitutions iincluding iparliaments, ipolitical 

iparties, iand igovernmental iadministrations, 

iyounger igenerations iare iunderrepresented 

i(2016). iBecause iof ithis, ia ilot iof ipeople ithink 

ithat ionly ielites ineed ito ihold ipositions iof 

iauthority iand idecide ion imatters iof ipolicy. 

iAdditionally, iit iwas inoted ithat ielection irights, 

inot ivoting irights, iare iwhat iconstitute ipolitical 

iinvolvement. iYoung ipeople imust ihave ithe 

ifundamental iright ito iparticipate iin ipolitics iand 

ihold ileadership ipositions. iIf ithe iexclusion iof 

iyoung ipeople iis inot iconsidered, iit iwill iresult 

iin imarginalization, iundermine ithe 

irepresentativeness iof iinstitutions, iand iaffect ithe 

ifundamental inature iof idemocratic 

iadministration. iThey iare inot itoo iyoung ito irun 

ifor ielective ipositions iif ithey iare inot itoo 

iyoung ito iget imarried, ienlist iin ithe imilitary, 

ior ielect iwith itheir iballots ithe ilawmakers iwho 

iwill irepresent ithem. 

Young iNigerians iwho iadvocate iinclusivity iby 

idecreasing ithe iage ibarrier ifor ipublic ioffices 

ihave ipushed ithe i"Age iReduction iBill," ialso 

iknown ias ithe i"Not iToo iYoung ito iRun iBill." 

iThe ibill iintends ito idecrease ithe iconstitutional 

ithreshold ion iage irequirements ifor irunning ifor 
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ielectoral iseats iin iNigeria ito iprovide ia irange 

ithat iwill iencourage iyouths itoiengage iin 

ipolitics imore iactively. iThe ilaw iwas icreated iin 

iMay i2016 iby iYIAGA iAfrica, ia icivil isociety 

iorganization. iSamson iItodo, ian iadvocate ifor 

igood igovernment iand ia ihuman irights iactivist 

iwith iYIAGA iAfrica, iis ithe iorganization's 

ileader. iTony iNwulu, ia imember iof ithe 

iNigerian iHouse iof iRepresentatives, iand 

iAbdulaziz iNyako, ia imember iof ithe iNigerian 

iSenate, iall iactively isponsored ithe ilegislation. 

The iproposed ilegislation iwould ichange iSections 

i65, i106, i131, iand i177 iof ithe iNigerian 

iConstitution ito ilower ithe ieligibility iage ifor 

irunning ifor ielective ioffice iin ieach iof ithe 

iHouses iof iAssembly iand iRepresentatives iand 

ithe iSenate ifrom i30 ito i25 iyears iold, ithe 

iGovernorship ifrom i35 ito i30, iand ithe 

iPresidency ifrom i40 ito i30 iyears iold, 

irespectively. iAnother iis ibacking ian 

iindependent icandidate iin iNigerian 

ipoliticsi(YIAGA, i2018). iThe ilegislation's 

ioverarching iobjective iis ito iencourage imore 

iparticipation iof iyoung ipeople iin ielectoral 

iprocesses. iThe icampaign istrongly iemphasizes 

iyoung ipeople's irights ito iengage ifully iin ithe 

idemocratic iprocess, iincluding itheir iright ito irun 

ifor ioffice. iNot iToo iYouthiTo iRun’s ibill iwas 

ifirst iread iin ithe iNigerian iHouse iof 

iRepresentatives iand iwas iapproved iby ithe 

iSenate ion iJuly i26, i2017, iby ia ivote iofi(86–

10), iand iby ithe iHouse iof iRepresentatives ion 

i27 iJuly, i2017, iby ia ivote iof i(26–123) i(Daily 

iTrust, i2017). iThe imeasure iwas isubmitted ito 

ithe iCommittee ion iConstitutional iReview ipanel 

iafter ipassing iboth ithe ifirst iand isecond 

ireadings iin ithe iNigerian iparliament. 

Any iproposed iconstitutional imodifications iin 

iNigeria imust ibe ipresented ito ithe iHouse iof 

iAssemblies iof iall i36 imember istates iof ithe 

ifederation iand ireceive ithe isupport iof iat ileast 

i24 iof ithose istates iin iorder ito ibecome ilaw. 

iThirty-three iof iNigeria's istate ihousesireportedly 

ivoted i"yes," iexcept ifor ithe iZamfara, iLagos, 

iand iKano idelegates. iThe iTaraba iState iof 

iAssembly ifirst irejected ithe ilaw. iHowever, 

iafter ithe iorganization iissued ia ipress irelease 

itransforming ithe iTaraba iState iHouse iof 

iAssembly iinto ithe iHall iof iShamei(Asadu, 

i2018), ithe idecision iwas ichanged i(Ironuasi i& 

iJosiah, i2018). iBut ion iFebruary i16, i2018, ithe 

iconveners ihanded iNigeria's ipresident iand 

iparliaments ia i30-day ideadline ito icomplete ithe 

iprocesses iof ipassing iand ienacting ithe 

ibilli(Atabo, i2018). 

Finally, iNigeria's iPresident iBuhari iannounced 

ihis iintention ito isign ithe ibill iinto ilaw iin ihis 

i"democracy iday" inational iaddress ion iMay i29, 

i2018. iOn iMay i31, i2018, iMuhammadu iBuhari 

iformally isigned ithe iNot iToo iYoung ito iRun 

iBill iinto ilaw. iThe ipassage iof ithe iNot iToo 

iYoung ito iRun ibill iin iNigeria iis iviewed ias ia 

isignificant iwin ifor ithe iparticipation iof iyoung 

ipeople iin ipolitics. iIt ialso irepresents ia istep 

itoward iconsolidating idemocracy iand isustaining 

ieconomic iprogress. iIn iorder ito iremove 

iinstitutional ibarriers iand idisenchantment ithat 

iprohibit icertain iyoung ipeople ifrom irunning ifor 

ioffice, iItodoi(2017) ilaunched ithe i"Not iToo 

iYoung iTo iRun" icampaign, iwhich ihas inow 

ibeen imade iinto ilaw i(Adebayo, i2018; iAioli, 

i2018). 

Age irestriction idoes inot iappear ito ibe ithe ionly 

iobstacle imost iNigerian iyoungsters iencounter iin 

iengaging iin iactive iengagement iand iinclusivity 

iin ipolitics, ias iit iwas ifar ibeyond ithe 

ienactment iof ithe iNot iToo iYoung ito iRun iAct. 

iAccording ito istudies, iother iinfluencing 

ielements iare ito iblame ifor iyoung ipeople's 

iexclusion ifrom iand ilack iof iparticipation iin ithe 

icountry's ipolitical isystem iand idemocratic 

iinstitutions. iThese ifactors iinclude, ihowever, 

inot ilimited ito ipolitical iconsciousness ior 

iilliteracy, iself-worth ior iclass iofithese iyouths, 

icharacter iand iimmaturity, itraditional 

istereotypes, iethnic iand ireligious iinfluence, ithe 

imonetization iof ithe iprocess, ithe ielectorate's 

imindset, ithe isocioeconomic ifactors, iand ithe 

iculture iof igodfathers irather ithan imentor’s 

iinfluence. 

A iresearch ipublished iin i2011, iHenn iand iFoard 

icollected ia ivariety iof iways iin iwhich iyounger 

ipeople iin isociety iare idistinguished ifrom itheir 

ielder icounterparts. iThey iclaim ithat iyoung 

ipeople iconsistently ivote iat ia ifar ilower irate 

ithan ithe ielderly iduring ielections. iThey ialso 

imentioned ihow ithis igeneration iof iyoung 

ipeople ihas ibeen ilabeled ias idisenchanted iwith 

iand ialienated ifrom ithe ipolitical iprocess, ithat 

imany ihave ilimited ipolitical ieducation, iand ithat 

isome ihave ia ipronounced ilack iof iinterest iin 

i"formal" ipolitics. iAccordingly, iAdedoyin iand 

iIsai(2017) iprovided irecommendations ifor 

ienhancing iyoung iparticipation iin ithe iareas iof 

isocial ijustice, imobilization, ienlightenment, iand 

ieducation. iThe istudy ialso iindicated ithat 

iaddressing igod-father ipolitical iissues imay 

iencourage iyoung ipeople ito iengage ipolitically. 

iThere iis ino iquestion ithat ithis iwill irevive itheir 

iless istrong ipolitical iinvolvement icommitments. 
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Adeyemo imade ithe icase ithat ithe icurrent 

icircumstances iin imany ideveloping icountries, 

iparticularly iNigeria, ihave isignificantly 

idiminished ithe icapacity iof iyoung ipeople ito ibe 

iagents iof isocial ichange. iThese idifficulties 

iinclude icultural, isocietal, iand ieconomic iissues. 

iGenerally ispeaking, iwealth, iclass, iethnicity, 

ireligion, iand icreed ihave iall iimpacted iNigerian 

ipolitics. iThese iare ielements ithat iseverely 

idisadvantage iyoung ipeople. iReligious iand 

iethnic ipolitics ihave idominated ielectioneering 

isince ithe icountry's i1960 ideclaration iof 

iindependence. iFor ithis ireason, iAlbert iLegogie, 

ia iformer ideputy iSenate iPresident, inotedithat 

ithe ielection's itrend ishowed ia istark idivide 

ibetween iChristians iand iMuslims, ias iwell ias 

ibetween ithe inorth iand ithe isouthi(Adeyemo, 

i2011). iIn iour inext ichapter, iwe'll igo iinto imore 

idepth iabout ithese iproblems iand iobstacles ias 

iwe iassess itheir iimpact ion iNigerian iyoung 

ipolitical iinvolvement iand idemocracy. 

 

3.2.4 Youth iPolitical iParticipation iand 

iDemocracy iin ithe iFourth iRepublic 
There iis ihardly iany iargument iagainst ithe ifact 

ithat iyoung ipeople ihave ibeen iintegral iparts iof 

iNigerian isociety's ipolitical iand isocial istructures 

ifor ia ilong itime, ispanning ifrom ihistorical ito 

icontemporary iperiods. iThese iroles ihave 

istraddled ithe ipre-colonial iand ipost-colonial 

iperiods, iwith icontinuities iand ivariations ito 

idifferent iextents. iThe ivarious iindigenous 

isystems iof igovernance iin iplace ithrough 

itraditional iinstitutions, iwhile idifferently 

iconstructed ifrom ithe imore imodern 

iconstitutionally irecognized igovernmental 

istructures, iwere iprincipally iutilized iin ithe 

iadministration iof ipeople iin iearlier 

itimesi(Akinrinde i& iOmitola, i2020). iThese 

iestablished iand imade ipossible iprominent 

iresponsibilities ifor ithe iyoung ipeople iwho, 

iwithin ithe iHausa icommunity ias ia 

irepresentative isample, icarried ithem iout iin 

iaccordance iwith ithe idecisions imade iby ithe 

iward, idistrict, iand iemirate ilevel iauthority 

isystemsi(e.g., ithe iMai iGida). iSimilar iroles 

iwere icarried iout ithrough idifferent iage igrade 

iassociations, ithe igeneral iassemblies iin iIgbo 

icommunities, iand ithe iEgbe iOdo ior iyouth 

iwings iin ithe iYoruba isystemi(Akinrinde i& 

iOmitola, i2020). 

A ilarge iportion iof ithe inationalism ithat idrove 

iseveral iactors' iand iinstitutions' icampaigns iand 

istruggles iagainst iimperialism iand iin ifavor iof 

idecolonization ithroughoutithe iensuing icolonial 

iera ifound iexpression iin ithe iactions iof 

iyoungsters. iThese, iin iturn, iled ito ithe irally iof 

iyouths, iwhich idovetailed iinto ipolitical 

imobilization iand iorganization, ithe iformation iof 

imovements, iand ithe iquest ifor ipolitical ipower 

iin ithe inewly iindependent icountry. i 

Some iof ithe iyouth imovements iformed 

ileveraged ion ithe ipolitical iinsights iavailed ito 

iAfrican iyouths iwho ihad igone ito iseek ithe 

iGolden iFleece iin ia iplace ilike iEngland, iwho 

ithen icame itogether ito iestablish ian iomnibus 

iWest iAfrican iStudents iUnion i(WASU) iin 

iAugust i1925i(Afolayan, i2018). iStudents ifrom 

iseveral inations iin ithe isub-region iwere iserved 

iby ithis iunion. iIt iacted ias ia ipressure igroup ito 

idefend itheir iinterests iwhile ieducating ithem 

iabout ithe idangers iof iimperialism. iIt ihad iin iits 

imembership isuch inotable iNigerians ias iHerbert 

iMacaulay iand iJulius iOjo-Cole, ialongside ithe 

iGhanaian iJ.B. iDanquah. iWASU isubsequently 

isuccumbed ito ithe iforces iof iattrition iand 

idispersal, iyielding ito ithe iformation iof iother 

igroups, isuch ias ithe iGold iCoast iYouth 

iConference iin iGhana iand ithe iNigerian iYouth 

iMovement i(NYM) iin iLagos. iAs ipossibly ithe 

imost iprominent iyouth igroup iof iits itime 

iresponding ito ianti-colonial inationalism, ithe 

iNYM iwas ifounded iin i1934 iand ihad ias 

ileading ilights ithe ilikes iof iSamuel iAkinsanya, 

iEyo iIta, iAdeyemo iAlakija, iand iKofo 

iAbayomi, iwho iwas ionce iits ipresident. iAlso, 

iErnest iIkoli, iwho ibecame iits ivice ipresident; 

iand iH.O. iDavies, iits isecretary; iNnamdi 

iAzikiwe, iObafemi iAwolowo, iand iSamuel 

iLadoke iAkintola iwere ialso imembers iof ithe 

iNYM iat ioverlapping ipoints. iWhile iit iwas 

icrucial ito iits iobjective iof ifostering ipolitical 

iadvancement iand ienhancing ithe isocial iand 

ieconomic iwell-being iof iNigerians, iit iwas 

iequally ireputed ias ia imulti-ethnic igroup iwith ia 

ihighly inational ioutlooki(Afolayan, i2018). 

As iit itransmuted iinto ia ipolitical iparty ithat 

icontested ithe i1938 ielections iinto ithe iLagos 

iTown iCouncil, iupsetting ithe idominance iof 

iHerbert iMacaulay’s iNational iDemocratic iParty 

iin ithat ielection, ithe iNYM iserved ias ia 

iforerunner ifor ithe iemergence iof iother iyouth 

imovements iinto ipolitical iparties iin ithe 

icountryi(Ibezim, i2019). iThese iincluded ithe 

iNorthern iElements iProgressive iUnion i(NEPU) 

iin i1950, ithe iAction iGroup i(AG) iin i1950, ithe 

iNational iCouncil ifor iNigeria iand ithe 

iCameroons i(NCNC) iin i1944, iand ithe iNorthern 

iPeople's iCongress i(NPC) iin i1949. iBecause iof 

ithis, ithe imajority iof ipre-Independence ipolitical 
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igroups ithat isupported ifigures ilike iAhmadu 

iBello, iAbubakar iTafawa iBalewa, iAnthony 

iEnahoro, iand iObafemi iAwolowo iwere iall 

iformer iyouth imovements iactive iin ithe ifight 

iagainst icolonialism. iAnd ithe iyoung ipeople 

ilisted iabove, ialong iwith ia igreat inumber iof 

iothers, iwere icrucial ito ithe idevelopment iof 

iwhat ibecame iindependent iNigeria. 

 iFor iinstance, iAnthony iEnahoro iwas ionly i30 

iwhen ihe imoved ia imotion ifor ithe 

iindependence iof iNigeria iin i1953. iAlso, iAminu 

iKano iwas i30 iwhen ihe ifounded iNEPU, ilike 

iIsaac iAdaka iBoro, iwho iwas iin ihis ilate i20s 

iwhen ihe iformed ithe iNiger iDelta iVolunteer 

iForce ito ifight ifor ithe iright iof ihis ipeople iin 

i1966. iAs ithe icountry imoves icloser ito ithe 

i2023 igeneral ielections, ithe iforce iof ithe 

iyouths, ias iseen iduring ithe irecent iINEC 

ipermanent ivoters’ icard iregistration, imay ijust 

ibe irebirthedi(Ibezim, i2019). i 

Since ithe iadvent iof iIndependence, iyouths 

iwithin ithe ipolitical iand igovernance ispace ihave 

ihad ireasonably icomplex, iif inot icontradictory, 

iroles ithat iwere iprogressive iand iless ithan 

ifortunatei(Ibezim, i2019). iThey ioccupied iboth ia 

imessianic iand idestructiveicontinuum. iThe 

iyouths itook iover ithe igovernment ifrom ithe 

icolonial ipowers, iand inot ionly idid ithey idrive 

ihuge inational iadvancement iin iterms iof ihuman 

iand iinfrastructural idevelopment, iit iwas iequally 

ia iyouth, iaged i29, iMajor iKaduna iNzeogwu, 

iwho iled ithe ifirst imilitary icoup ion iJanuary i15, 

i1966. iThis ibecame iconstrued iacross ia isection 

iof ithe icountry ias isome iform iof iethnic 

icleansing iof iNorthern ileaders, ithereby isetting 

iloose ithe itide iof irecriminations ithat imotivated 

ithe icountercoup iof iJuly i1966. iThis 

iaccentuated ithe islippery islide iof iNigerian 

ipolitics iinto ithe iethnic icauldron. iIt iwas ialso 

iyouths iwho iinitially iled ithe itransition ifrom 

icivilian ito imilitary irule iin ithe icoup 

iimmediately ifollowing ithe iactions iof iNzeogwu 

iand ihis icohorts iin iJanuary i1966. iPower ihad 

ithen itemporarily icome iinto ithe ihands iof 

iGeneral iJohnson iAguiyi-Ironsi itill iJuly iof ithat 

iyear. iEmergent iupon ithe icountercoup iof iJuly 

i1966, iit iwas ia iNigerian iyouth, iMajor iGeneral 

iYakubu iGowon, iin ihis iearly i30s, iwho ibecame 

ithe iHead iof iState iand iled ithe icountry ithrough 

ia ithree-year icivil iwar iwith ithe iforces iof ithe 

iRepublic iof iBiafra. iEqually, igovernments 

iheaded iby ithe iyouthful iGenerals iMurtala 

iMohammed iand iOlusegun iObasanjo 

iemphasized ithe iuniqueness iand igreatness iof 

iNigeria ion ithe iinternational iscenei(Omoju i& 

iAbraham, i2014). 

In ithis iperiod, imany iyouths iwere imore ion ithe 

ifrontlines iof iradical ipolitics iin ithe icountry 

ithrough ithe istudents’ iunion imovement iacross 

imany iof iNigeria’s itertiary ieducation 

iinstitutions. iWhereas ithe iera iof iactivism iof 

iNigerian istudents ihad icommenced iin i1956 

iwith ithe ifounding iof ithe iNational iUnion iof 

iNigerian iStudents i(NUNS), iwhich ialso icame 

iafter ithe iunraveling iof ithe iWest iAfrica 

iStudents iUnion i(WASU), ithe iunprecedented 

iactivist irole iof iNUNS iin ithe iAli-Must-Go 

iprotests iof i1978, iits isubsequentibanishment, 

iand ithe isetting iup iof ithe isuccessor iNational 

iAssociation iof iNigerian iStudents i(NANS), 

ipositioned ithe icountry’s iyouths iin ithe 

ivanguard iof iprogressive isocial iaction. iYet, iit 

iwas iduring ithe iSecond iRepublic, istarting iin 

i1979, ithat ithe ifrontline ipublic iroles iof iyouths 

ibegan ito idiminish ias ithe iera iof isit-tight 

ileaders, iwho iironically iarose ito ipower iin ithe 

iFirst iRepublic ias iyouths, ibegan. iAfter ithat, 

iyouths iwere iconsigned ito ithei“youth iwings” 

iof ipolitical iparties i(Amzat i& iAbdullahi, 

i2016). 

From ithen, ithe iroles iof iNigerian iyouths 

itransformed iinto ithose iof itools iin ithe ihands 

iof ithe ipolitical ielite, iwho ihave ibeen iusing 

ithem ias ithugs iand ienforcers iduring iviolent 

ielectoral icampaigns iand ias iagents iof 

idestabilization ithrough ipolitical iviolence, ietc., 

iever isince. iSimilarly, idue ito ithe iangst ithat 

ihas isurrounded ithe iexistence iof imany iyouths 

idue ito inumerous ifailings iof ithe istate, ithey 

ihave ialso ibeen iassociated iwith irestiveness iin 

iareas isuch ias iNorthern iNigeria, ithe iNiger 

iDelta, iand ithe iSouth-East, iwhile ifurther 

idistorted iinto ithe iconstructs iofi‘area iboys’, 

i‘agberos,’ ithe i‘Yan iDaba’ iin iother izones iof 

ithe icountry. iIt ihas ibeen ipointed iout ithat, 

iessentially, iit iwas ithe ideployment iof iyouths 

ias ivectors iof iviolence ithat iled ito ithe 

itermination iof ithe iFirst iand iSecond 

iRepublicsi(Amzat i& iAbdullahi, i2016). iDespite 

ithe ipreceding, isome iof ithe inoblest iroles 

iplayed iby iNigerian iyouths iwere ithose iin ithe 

itrenches ias ipushback iagainst iauthoritarian 

imilitary irule iand ithe isiege ito ifreedom iand 

ihuman irights iduring ithe iyears iof ithe ilocust. 

iFrom ithe iactivities iof iyouth iactivists iin ithe 

istudents’ iunion imovement, icivil isociety iand 

iprofessional igroups, ithe imedia, ietc., ithe 

iNigerian iyouths ipositioned ithemselves ias ia 
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idurable ibulwark iagainst ioppression iin ispite iof 

ithe inumerous iconsequences ithey ibore ifor ithis. 

There iare iexpectations ithat ithe i2023 igeneral 

ielections iwill iexperience ian ioverwhelming 

iincrease iin iyouth iparticipation idue ito itheir 

iouting iduring ithe ipermanent ivoters’ icard 

iregistration ithat iended iin iJuly i2022. iIn iorder 

ito iincrease iyouth iregistration, iPVC icollection, 

iand ivoter iturnout ifor ithe i2023 ielections, icivil 

isociety iorganizations ilike iYiaga iAfrica 

iorganized ithe i#YouthVoteCountNG iMega 

iConcerts iin iLagos iand iAbuja, 

i#SixtyPercentOfUs, iand i#RunToWinNG 

iProjects. iAdditionally, iinitiatives iby iABENOL, 

iTASCK, i#YVoteNaija, iand i#GoNigeria ihelped 

iraise iawareness iof ithe isignificance iof ithe 

ielectoral iprocess. iA icocktail iof ithese ifactors 

icontributed ito ithe isurge iof iyoung iNigerians 

iwho icontinued ito ithrong ithe ivoter iregistration 

icentres ito iregister iso ithey icould iparticipate iin 

ithe i2023 iElections iby ivoting ifor itheir ichoice 

iof icandidatesi(Faruk, i2022). 

3.3 Not iToo iYoung iTo iRun iand ithe 

iProspect iof iPolitical iParticipation 

An iinfluential icase istudy iillustrating ithe iefforts 

ibeing iundertaken ito ibring iback imasculine 

ipolitical iengagement iamong iNigerian iyouths iis 

ithe iNot iToo iYoung iTo iRun i(NTYTR) 

icampaign iand ithe i1999 iFederal iRepublic iof 

iNigeria iConstitutional iAmendment ithat iit 

isparked iand isucceeded iin ienacting. iThis ihas 

ibeen iprefigured iin ithe iprior isection ibut iwill 

ibe ielucidated iupon ipresentlyi(YIAGA iAfrica, 

i2019a). 

The iNot iToo iYoung iTo iRun imovement iis ia 

icoalition iof iover i100 iyouth iand icivil isociety 

igroups iseeking ito imainstream iyouths iinto ithe 

iprocess iof ielectoral ipolitics iin iNigeria. 

iDescribed ias i“Nigeria’s ilargest iand imost 

isuccessful iyouth imovement iin irecent itimes” 

iAs ithe iage irequirements ifor iseeking ielective 

ioffices iin iNigeria iare ibeing ilowered ito 

iencourage igreater iinclusion, ithe imovement iis 

iseen ias ia icrucial istarting ipoint ifor iairenewed 

iyouth iparticipation iin ielectoral ipolitics ibecause 

iof iits iextremely imeticulous, imethodical, iand 

iorganized irally iof ipolitical istakeholders iand 

iinstitutions iof igovernance itowards ithe 

iachievement iof iits igoal.. iPreceding i2016, 

iwhen iit icommenced iits iadvocacy, ithe iage 

irequirements ifor icandidates ito ithe ioffice iof 

ithe iPresident iwas i40 iyears; ifor igovernorship, 

i40 iyears; imembership iof ithe iSenate, i40 iyears; 

ithe ifederal iHouse iof iRepresentatives, i30 

iyears; iand ifor ithe istate iHouses iof iAssembly, 

i30 iyears ialso. iFor ithe imovement, ithe 

iacceptable iage iof icandidacy, iallowing ifor 

ibetter iinclusion iof ithe icountry’s iyouths iin ithe 

ipolitical iprocess iand istructures iof idecision-

making, ineeded ito ibe: ifor iPresident, i30 iyears; 

iState igovernor, i30 iyears; iSenate, i30 iyears; ithe 

ifederal iand istate iHouses iof iAssembly, i25 

iyears. iCrucial ito ithe iNTYTR imovement’s 

iargument iis ithat iyouths ihave inot ionly iplayed 

ia ivery isignificant irole iin ithe idemocratic 

idevelopment iof iNigeria, ibut ithat iif ithe 

iConstitution irecognizes ithe iage iof ieligibility 

ito ivote ias i18 iyears, iand ithen ithe iage 

irequirement ito ibe ivoted ifor iinto ielective 

ioffice iis i40 iyears, iwhat ithe ilegal iground 

inorm ihas ienabled iis ia ipartial ifranchise iof ithe 

iyouths. iAnd ithis icould ionly ibe idiscriminatory 

iand iunjusti(Bamidele, i2021). 

Greater iyouth iinvolvement iin ithe ielectoral 

iprocess, iaccording ito ithe iNTYTR, iis ia isign 

iof ithe ination's idemocracy ideveloping. iIt iis ino 

ilonger ionly iabout ifacilitating iothers' ielectoral 

ivictories; iinstead, iit iis iabout ihaving ithe iability 

ito irun ifor ioffice iand iwin, igiving ithem 

irepresentation iin idecision-making istructures. 

iThe ijourney itowards ithe irenegotiation iof ithe 

ispace ifor ithe ibroader iparticipation iof iyouths 

iin ithe iNigerian ipolitical iprocess istarted iwith 

ithe isponsorship iof ia iconstitutional iamendment 

ibill iin iMay i2016 ito iremove ithe iage 

irestriction iby iYIAGA iAfrica, ia icivil isociety 

iplatform irun iby ithe iredoubtable iduoiof 

iSamson iItodo iand iCynthia iMbamalu, iwhich 

iwas isubsequently iexpanded iinto ia imass iyouth 

imovement, ithe iNTYTRi(Bamidele, i2021). 

The iage ireduction ilaw iwas ienacted iby ithe 

iNational iAssembly iin iJuly i2017 ifollowing ia 

icampaign iby ivarious iactors iand istakeholders 

iin ithe inational iand istate iparliaments ias iwell 

ias ia imarch ion ithe iNTYTR iNational iDay iof 

iAction. i24 iof ithe i36 istate ihouses iof 

iAssembly iwere iaffected iby ithis.i(a irequirement 

ifor ia iconstitutional iamendment iin iNigeria) 

ipassed ithe ibill ion iFebruary i15, i2018. iBy 

iMarch i1 iof ithat isame iyear, ithe iconstitutional 

iamendments iof i34 istate ihouses iof iAssembly 

ihad ibeen itransmitted ito ithe iNational iAssembly 

ifor ionward itransmission ito ithe iPresident ifor 

ithe ilast ifinal istage iof ithe iconstitutional 

iamendment. iOn iMay i31, i2018, iPresident 

iMuhammadu iBuhari isigned ithe ibill iinto ilaw. 

iThereafter, ithe imovement igave irise ito ianother 

icampaign, ithe iReady ito iRun, ito iinspire 

iNigerian iyouths ito iseek ielective ioffices igoing 

iforwardi(Bamidele, i2021). 



 

  

International Journal of Humanities Social Science and Management (IJHSSM) 

Volume 4, Issue 2, Mar.-Apr., 2024, pp: 34-127                             www.ijhssm.org                 

                                      

 

 

 

| Impact Factor value 7.52 |                            ISO 9001: 2008 Certified Journal                                        Page 91 

3.4 EndSARS: iA iFuture iInsight iof 

iYouth iInvolvement iin iDemocratic 

iMobilization 

The i#EndSARS imovement igained itraction ias ia 

iseries iof inationwide ipublic idemonstrations iin 

iresponse ito ia icombination iof iyoung ipeople's 

iexperiences iin iNigeria iwho iwere isubjected ito 

iabuse iby ithe iNigerian ipolice's iSpecial iAnti-

Robbery iSquad i(SARS) iunit; iindicating ithat 

ithe iyouths iwill ino ilonger istay icomplacent iin 

ithe iface iof igovernmental iabuse iand 

idysfunction, ias ithey iare iaware ithat ichange iis 

iwhat ihas ito ibe istruggled ifor, ias iit inever 

icomes iaround iby imere iwish-making ior isimple 

irhetoric. iSARS iwas ia iunit iof ithe iNigeria 

iPolice iForce itasked iwith ilaunching iundercover 

ioperationsiagainst iviolent icrimes, iincluding 

ikidnapping, iarmed irobbery, ietc., ibut iwhose 

ioperatives iarbitrarily iresorted ito iusing itheir 

iforce iof icoercion ito iprofile ithose, imainly 

iyoung ipeople ithey iconsidered ias ilooking 

iunorthodox i– iwhether iin iterms iof ithe iclothes, 

ihairstyles ior itattoos ithey iwore; ior ieven ithe 

iluxurious icar imodels ithey idrove; ior ithe 

iexpensive iphones, ithey iused, ietc. iWhen 

isomeone iis idetained iby ithis iunit ifor iundue 

isuspicion, ithey itypically iend iup ibeing iextorted 

iby ithe ipolice, iwho ishould ibe iprotecting ithem, 

ior, iin ithe iworst isituations, ithey iare iphysically 

iabused, iraped, ior ievenikilled.. iThe irights 

igroup iAmnesty iInternational ihas ibeen 

idocumenting ithe iseveral ihundreds iof icases iof 

iviolation iby ithis iPolice iunit isince 

i2016i(Amnesty iInternational, i2017). 

This iprotest iagainst iPolice ibrutality istarted iin 

i2017 ias ia iTwitter icampaign, iwhich iattracted 

ithe ihashtag i#EndSARS, icalling ifor ithe 

idisbandment iof ithe iunit idue ito iits iatrocious 

inotoriety, iand iit igained ienormous itraction 

ifrom iearly iOctober i2020, ispilling iinto iprotests 

iacross imajor icities iand ion isocial imedia. iIn 

iaddition, ithere iwere isolidarity irallies ifor ithe 

iyouths' iefforts iin ithe iprotests iacross imajor 

iworld icapitals. iAs ithe iprotests ispread iacross 

ithe icountry, ithe ianticipated icrackdown ion 

iprotesters iby ithe isecurity iforces istarted, 

ileading ito ithe iarrests iof imany iof ithe iactivists, 

iwho iwere ilocked iup iin iPolice icells iin iseveral 

istates iof ithe ifederation. iWhile ithe iprotests 

ipersisted, ithey ibegan ito iprofoundly iaffect 

ieconomic iactivities iin imany iurban icentres, 

iinviting ithe ibrokerage iof inegotiations iwith ithe 

i#EndSARS imovement iby iconcerned icitizens 

iand icivil isociety iactorsi(Bamidele, i2021). 

The imovement ithen iwent ion ito idraft ithe i5-

for-5 iCharter iof iDemands, iwhich istated ithat 

ithe iprotests iwould iend iif ithe igovernment 

iagreed ito ithem. iThe ifive idemands iwere ias 

ifollows:i(1) iFreeing idetained iprotestors; i(2) 

iEquitable itreatment ifor ivictims iof ipolice 

iabuse; i(3) iCharges iagainst i"bad ieggs" iin ithe 

ipolice; i(4) iRetraining iof iformer iSARS 

ipersonnel; iand i(5) iRaising ipolice ipay. iWhile 

ithe igovernment, ithrough iits inegotiation iteam, 

ithe iPresidential iPanel ion iPolice iReform, 

iquickly iconsented ito ithe idemands iof ithe 

iyouth ias ia iway iof ibringing ithe iprotests ito ian 

iend, iit, ihowever, iseemed ithat ithe iyouths ihad 

igone ithrough ia ire-think, ianchored ion itwo 

iprimary ireasons: iFirst, ithe ihistory iof 

igovernment idishonesty iin iearlier inegotiations, 

iwhereby iafter iprotests iare icalled ioff, ithe 

iauthorities ieither iback-tracked ion ithe 

iagreements ior inever idid ianything ito 

iimplement ithe iunderstandings ireached. iFor 

iinstance, ithat iwas ithe ifourth itime ithe 

igovernment iwas imaking ipretenses ito iban ithe 

iPolice iunit, ias ithis inever ihappened iin ithe ireal 

isense. i 

Secondly, ihaving irealized ithe ipotential iof ithe 

imass iaction iembarked iupon, ithe iyouths iwho 

iwere igenerally iand ideeply idisenchanted iwith 

ithe igovernment, iand imore iso ithe iBuhari 

iadministration iat ithis ipoint, idue ito iits 

inumerous ifailings iin icreating ipathways iout iof 

iwidespread iunemployment, ihunger, imisery, iand 

ithe iabsence iof isocial iprovisioning, iembraced 

ithe i#EndSARS iprotests ifurther ias ia iplatform 

ifor ipressing ifor ithe ireal iaddress iof itheir 

iconcerns. iEven ia isection iof iWhile isome iof 

ithe iyoung ipeople iparticipated icalled ifor 

iPresident iBuhari ito istep idown ifrom ioffice idue 

ito ihis iinability ito icarry iout ithe ipeople's 

imandate, iothers icalled ifor ithe iprotests ito 

ibecome ia ipolitical imovement ithat iwould ifight 

ifor itheir irights. iHence, ithe ifirst iCharter iof 

idemands iwas iadded ito ia ibroader idemand ifor 

igood igovernance iand ipublic iaccountability. 

iHowever, ithe iseemingly ilong-drawn 

iprotestinow ifacing ian iindeterminate iend iwas 

ibrought ito ia itragic idénouement iwith ithe iwell-

documented ishootings iat ithe iLekki iTollgate ion 

ithe ievening iof iTuesday, iOctober i20, i2020, 

iwhen ithe iNigerian iArmy iwas iunleashed ion 

ithe iprotesters, ileading ito ia ibloodbath, ithe 

icasualties ior ilack iof, iof iwhich iis istill icreating 

icontestations ibetween ithe igovernment iand 

imany iin ithe ipublic iand icivil isociety 

i(Bamidele, i2021). 
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The i#EndSARS iprotests ihave idemonstrated ithe 

icapacity iand icapability iof iyouths iparticipation 

iand iinvolvement iif iproperly ichanneled. i 

iNigerian iyouths' ihave icapacity ito iorganize ifor 

ichange iin isociety iin imore iresilient iways. iIt 

ishows ithat ithe iyouths iwill ino ilonger istay 

icomplacent iin ithe iface iof igovernmental iabuse 

iand idysfunction, ias ithey iknow ithat ichange 

ihas ito ibe istruggled ifor, ias iit inever icomes 

iaround iby imere iwish-making ior isimple 

irhetoric. iIt iis ialso ihoped ithat ithe i2023 

igeneral ielections iwill iexperience ithe ilevel iof 

icommitment ithe iyouths ishowed iduring ithe 

iEndSARS iprotesti(Bamidele, i2021). 

 

3.5 Measures ifor iEnhancing iYouth 

iPolitical iParticipation 

Youth ipolitical iparticipation iis ia imultifaceted 

iphenomenon iinfluenced iby ia imyriad iof 

ifactors, iincluding ipolitical istructures, isocial 

idynamics, ieconomic iconditions, iand icultural 

icontexts. iAs ia iresult, ithe itask iof ienhancing 

iyouth ipolitical iengagement inecessitates ia 

imultifaceted iapproach ithat iacknowledges ithe 

iunique ichallenges ifaced iby iyoung iNigerians. 

iThe ipotential ifor ipositive ichange ilies iin 

iaddressing ithese ichallenges iand icreating ian 

ienabling ienvironment ithat iempowers iyouth ito 

iactively icontribute ito ithe idemocratic iprocess. 

This isection iembarks ion ia ijourney ito iexplore 

imeasures iand istrategies ithat ican ibolster iyouth 

ipolitical iparticipation iin iNigeria. iIt iaims ito 

iprovide ia iroadmap ifor ipolicymakers, icivil 

isociety iorganizations, icommunity ileaders, iand 

iother istakeholders iinterested iin ifostering ia 

imore iinclusive iand iparticipatory 

idemocracyi(Maton, i2018). iThe idiscussion ithat 

ifollows idelves iinto ipractical, iactionable 

irecommendations ithat itake iinto iaccount ithe 

inuanced inature iof iyouth iengagement iin 

iNigeria's ipolitical ilandscape. 

The ipursuit iof ieffective imeasures ifor 

ienhancing iyouth ipolitical iparticipation iis 

iguided iby ithe ifundamental ibelief ithat ia 

ithriving idemocracy idepends ion ithe iactive 

iinvolvement iof iall isegments iof ithe ipopulation, 

iincluding iits iyouth. iBy iempowering iyoung 

iNigerians ito ibecome iinformed, iengaged, iand 

iinfluential iparticipants iin ithe ipolitical iprocess, 

iNigeria ican iadvance idemocratic iprinciples iof 

irepresentation, iaccountability, iand 

iresponsiveness. iFurthermore, iit ican iharness ithe 

ienergy, icreativity, iand idiversity ithat ithe iyouth 

ibring ito ithe itable, iensuring ithat itheir ivoices 

iare inot ionly iheard ibut ialso iactively ishape ithe 

ination's ipolitical idestiny. 

This isection iis istructured ito iprovide ia 

icomprehensive ioverview iof ikey iareas ifor 

iintervention, iacknowledging ithe icontributions 

iof iempirical iresearch, iinternational ibest 

ipractices, iand ithe iexpertise iof ilocal iactors 

iwho iare iactively iengaged iin ithe irealm iof 

iyouth ipolitical iparticipation iin iNigeria. iIt 

iexplores irecommendations ifor ipolicy ireform, 

ieducational iinitiatives, icommunity imobilization, 

iand iempowerment iprogrammes ithat, iwhen 

iimplemented iin ia icoordinated iand istrategic 

imanner, ican ihave ia itransformative iimpact ion 

ithe ipolitical iengagement iof iNigerian iyouth. 

In ithis iendeavor, iwe iacknowledge ithe 

ichallenges iand icomplexities ithat iexist, ibut iwe 

ialso iemphasize ithe iagency iand ipotential iof 

iyoung iNigerians. iBy iadopting iand iadapting 

ithe imeasures ioutlined iin ithis isection, iwe ican 

itake isignificant istrides itoward ibuilding ia imore 

iinclusive, ivibrant, iand iresilient idemocratic 

isystem ithat ireflects ithe idiverse ivoices iand 

iaspirations iof ithe ination's iyouth. iUltimately, 

ithe isuccess iof ithese imeasures idepends ion ithe 

icommitment iand icollaboration iof iall 

istakeholders, iunited iin itheir idedication ito ithe 

idemocratic iideals ithat iunderpin ithe ipolitical 

ifuture iof iNigeria. 

 

3. i5.1 Collaborative iand iDeliberative 

iProjects 

States ithat iengage iteenagers iwith icollaborative 

iand ideliberative iprojects ican ihelp ithem 

ibecome ibetter ipolitical iparticipants. iThey ican 

ihelp igovernments ihire ia imore idiverse igroup 

iof iyoung ipeople. iThey iare iparticularly 

ieffective iat iforging ibonds iwith ithose iwho 

ibelong ito imore imarginalized igroups iand imay 

inot ifeel icomfortable iparticipating iin iformal 

istructures ilike iyouth icouncils ior ihaving ieasy 

iaccess ito ionline iengagement itoolsi(Liebenberg, 

i2017). iSuch iinitiatives idepend ion iyoung 

ipeople iand igovernment irepresentatives iwho 

ihave ithe irequisite iaptitudes iand icapacities ito 

ifoster ireciprocal itrust, ifrequently iin iassociation 

iwith icivil isociety iorganizations. iGovernments 

ishould iconduct ia ipreliminary istudy ibefore 

iinitiating isuch iprogrammes ito iensure ithat ithe 

iplanned iprojects irepresent ia igenuine ineed ion 

ithe ipart iof ithe itargeted igroup iand ithat 

isufficient iresources iare iavailable ito irun ithe 

iproject iefficiently. 

The istructure iof iprojects ishould ithen ibe 

imeaningful ifor iyouth iinvolvement; iyoung 
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ipeople imust ifeel iat iease iworking iwith 

ifacilitators, isuch ias igovernment iofficials, 

iacademiciresearchers, ior irepresentatives iof icivil 

isociety iorganizations, iand ithey imust ibe 

iassured ithat itheir iopinions iwill ibe iheard iand 

itaken iseriously. iThis ican ibe iaccomplished iby 

iworking iwith idependable icommunity ipartners 

iwho ihave iexperience iworking idirectly iwith 

iyoung ipeople, iare iaware iof ithe ivalue iof 

igetting iquality iinput, iand imake isure ithat 

iinvolvement iand iengagement iare icontinued. 

iThese iinitiatives ishould iinclude ieducational 

icomponents iand ioffer iparticipants iongoing 

itraining iand iassistance. iClear, iopen, iand 

itimely ifeedback iis icrucial ito ithe isuccess iof 

ithese iprojects ibecause iit ihelps iparticipants 

iunderstand iwhy ithey iare ibeing iasked ito 

iengage iand ithe isignificance iof itheir 

icontributions ito ithe idecision-making iprocess. 

iThis icould ientail ia ipromise ito iinvite 

iparticipants ito ilaunch ievents, iacknowledging 

itheir icontribution iin ipublished ireports, 

imaintaining ia iregularly iupdated inews iand 

iupdates isection ion iproject iwebsites, iand 

ischeduling ifollow-up imeetings ito ipresent 

iresults iand ifindings iin ithe iweeks ior imonths 

ifollowing ithe iproject's iconclusion, ior iasking 

iparticipants ito imentor ior ishare itheir 

iexperiences iwith iparticipants iin ifuture iprojects 

i(Liebenberg, i2017). 

Finally, iresearch ifrom ivarious inations 

ihighlights ithe isignificance iof iframing iyouth-

adult iprogrammes iin iterms iof ipartnerships; 

iadults ishould icollaborate iclosely iwith iyoung 

ipeople ion ishared igoals iand iresponsibilities 

irather ithan imerely iparticipating iin ifacilitating 

iyouth iengagementi(Zeldin iet ial., i2017). iYoung 

ipeople ican itake icharge iof ia iproject iand imake 

ichanges ithey ifeel iare inecessary iwhen ithey 

iparticipate iin iit. iThis itype iof idynamics inot 

ionly iassists imarginalized iyouth iin ideveloping 

itheir irelationships iand iabilities ibut ialso ifosters 

itrust ibetween ithese icommunities iand 

iauthorities iand igives igovernments icrucial 

iinformation iabout ihow ito imore ieffectively 

itarget idifferent isocial igroups. 

 

3.5.2 Digital iand iSocial iInteraction 

Digital icommunication itools ican ieffectively 

ireach imany iyoung ipeople, icollect ifeedback ion 

itopics ithat iaffect iyoung ipeople, iand ifoster ia 

imore idemocratic ipolitical iculture. iThe iidea 

ithat itoday's iyouth iare iless ipolitically iengaged 

ithan iprevious igenerations iis iactually irefuted 

iby isocial imedia iand idigital iengagement: 

icampaigns, iprotests, iand iboycotts ifrequently 

ispread iquickly ithrough iblogs iand isocial 

inetworks ilike iTwitter iand iFacebook iand ihave 

ishown ito ibe isuccessful iat idirecting iactivity 

itoward iparticular ioutcomes, ilike iboycotts. 

iAccording ito iresearch, ialternative inetworks—

those imolded iless iby iconventional isocial ities 

ilike ineighborhood ior ischool iand imore iby 

iinternet-created iand i-nurtured iaffinities ilike 

iidentities iand ibeliefs—often idominate ionline 

iparticipation. iYoung ipeople iwho ifit ithe 

idescription iof i"networked iyoung icitizens" 

ifrequently itake ithe ilead iin ithis itype iof 

iinvolvement, iaccording ito iLoader iet ial.i(2014). 

iThese iconnected iyoung ipeople iare iless 

iconcerned iwith ithe itraditional icivic iduties iof 

ivoting, igiving iback ito ithe icommunity, iand 

ijoining ipolitical iorganizations. iInstead, ithey 

ilook ifor inew, iless ihierarchical, iand imore 

iindividualized ihorizontal inetworks ithrough 

iwhich ito imake itheir ivoices iknown. iThese 

ialternative ipolitical iactivities iought ito ibe iseen 

ias iequally ilegitimate ikinds iof ipolitical 

iparticipation. 

It ishould ibe irecognized, itoo, ithat iinequality 

iand iinclusion iissues iare ipresent iin idigital 

inetworks. iSocial imedia ipromotes iboth 

iexclusive iand iinclusive ibehaviours. 

iAdditionally, iaccess ito icomputers iand 

ismartphones ireflects ilarger isocioeconomic 

ipatterns iof ifinancial iinequality. iFor iexample, 

irural icommunities ifrequently ihave ipoor 

iinterneticonnectivity. iAccess ito ionline itools 

iand inetworks iis iunevenly idistributed. 

iAdditionally, isocial imedia iis iparticularly 

isusceptible ito imanipulation, isuch ias iwhen 

imisinformation ior ihate ispeeches iare ibroadcast. 

iFor ithese ireasons, iit ishould ionly ibe iutilized 

iwhen ienough idevoted istaff iis iavailable ito 

imonitor iconversations iand idetect iand ide-

escalate iproblem iareas, isuch ias iby irequesting 

ithat ioffensive ior ideceptive icontent ibe iremoved 

ifrom isocial imedia inetworks. iIndeed, 

igovernment icampaigns ican ibe iutilized ito 

ihighlight ithese iissues, iinstruct ichildren ion ihow 

ito ispot ifalse iinformation, iand iteach ithe ipublic 

iabout ithe ireporting imethods iavailable ito iflag 

ihatred. 

Social imedia ican istill ibe iconsidered ia ipotential 

itool ifor ireducing ipolitical iinequality ibecause iit 

ican iengage iunderrepresented igroups ithat iare 

idifficult ito ireach ithrough iformal iprogrammes 

iand ioffer ia isafe ispace ifor iparticipation 

iwithout ithe irisk iof istigmatization, isuch ias 
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ithrough ithe iavailability iof ianonymous 

ireporting itools ion ionline iplatforms. 

 

3.5.3 Social iMedia 

Facebook iis ia ipopular isocial inetworking 

iplatform ithat iyoung ipeople iuse ito ishare 

iinformation, iexpress itheir ipersonal iidentities 

iand iideals, iand iorganize itheir ipeers. 

iAccording ito iresearch, isome iyoung ipeople 

iview iFacebook ias ia iplatform ifor ipolitical 

iparticipation iin iand iof iitself irather ithan 

imerely ia iconduit ifor ioffline iforms iof 

iinteractioni(Vromen, i2016). i 

Twitter iprovides ia isimilar iplatform ifor ipolitical 

icommentary iand iinteraction, iand iit ihas 

ideveloped iinto ia ipotent imedium ifor ipolitical 

iparticipation, ifor iinstance, ithroughisharing 

iexperiences iand itales irelated ito ipopular 

ihashtags. iOther isocial imedia iplatforms, ilike 

iYouTube iand iInstagram, iare iless icommonly 

iused ifor ipolitical iengagement. iHowever, iyoung 

ipeople iare iincreasingly ilikely ito ifollow 

iYouTube icommentators, iand ithese i"vloggers" 

ican isignificantly iimpact iyoung iaudiences, ieven 

ithough itheir icontent itends ito ibe imore 

ilifestyle-focusedi(fashion, ihealth iand ifitness, 

ivideo igames, ietc.). 

Young ipeople ifrequently iget itheir inews 

ithrough isocial imedia, iwhich ialso iserves ias ia 

isign iof iyouth itogetherness iby iencouraging 

isharing iand ienjoying icertain iarticles. iAs ia 

iresult, iit ican iassist iin idisseminating 

iinformation iabout ithe isignificance iof iopen 

igovernment istrategies iand iinitiatives, ias iwell 

ias iabout ithe imany ipolicies ibeing iimplemented 

ithat iengage iyoung ipeople. iMany iyoung 

ipeople, ihowever, ihave imixed ifeelings iabout 

ithe ifunction iof iFacebook iand iTwitter iand 

imay ibe ileery iof ionline ipolitical iactivity, 

iespecially iin ilight iof iworries iabout iprivacy 

iand isharing ipersonal iinformation iby 

iorganizations ilike iFacebook. iYoung ipeople 

imay ilimit ithe iuploading ior isharing iof 

ianything ibecause iof iFacebook's isocial 

isignificance iif ithey iworry ithat iit imay ioffend 

ior ialienate itheir ifriends; iofficial igovernment 

istatements iand icommunications imay ifrequently 

ifall iinto ithis icategoryi(Crowley i& iDan, i2017). 

Due ito ithese ifactors, isocial imedia imay ibe 

ivaluable ifor ispreading iinformation ion iopen 

igovernment ichanges, ibut iit iis inot icurrently ia 

ivital itool ifor idirect iengagement. iYouth 

icouncils, ihowever, iand ithe ikinds iof 

icollaborative iand ideliberative iprojects idescribed 

iabove imay ipotentially idecide ito iuse iFacebook 

isites ito iinform itheir imembers iand ipublicize 

itheir iactivities. iIn ifact, iencouraging iyoung 

ipeople iinterested iin iopen igovernment 

iprojectsito ipromote itheir iactions ion isocial 

imedia iplatforms ilike iFacebook iand iTwitter 

ican ibe ia iparticularly ieffective iway ito 

ipropagate itrustworthy imessaging iabout ireform 

iprogrammes. iSuch iuser-generated ivideo ihelps 

iyoung ipeople itell itheir iown itales iand ifeel 

ilike iparticipating iactively iin ipublic ilife. iIt iis 

ialso iseen ias imore iauthentic iand imotivating 

ithan iofficial imessagingi(Vromen iet ial., i2016). 

However, ithere iare imore irestrictions ion ithe 

icreation iof imessages iand ithe iselection iof 

ichannels, iwhich imakes iit idifficult ifor 

igovernment iinstitutions ito iadapt ito ithese inew 

iforms iof icommunication. iWhile icontroversy 

ican ibe ia ivaluable itool ifor icampaign igroups 

ito ibroadcast itheir imessage ibroadly, 

igovernments imust imaintain ioverall icontrol 

iover ithe icampaigns iand iacts ithey iadvocate ito 

iavoid ithe irisk iof ibeing iidentified iwith 

ipotentially iharmful imateriali(Crowley i& iDan, 

i2017). I 

 

3.5.4 Youth iPolitical iEducation iand iCivic 

iLiteracy 

 i i iAnother icrucial imeasure ito ienhance iyouth 

ipolitical iparticipation iin iNigeria iis ito iinvest iin 

icomprehensive ipolitical ieducation iand icivic 

iliteracy iprogrammesi(Carr, i2019). iMany iyoung 

iNigerians imay inot ihave iaccess ito iquality 

icivic ieducation, ileaving ithem iunaware iof itheir 

irights, ithe ipolitical iprocess, iand ithe irole ithey 

ican iplay iin ishaping ithe icountry's ifuture. iCivic 

ieducation ishould iencompass ia ibroad ispectrum 

iof iknowledge, iincluding ithe istructure iof 

igovernment, ithe ielectoral iprocess, ithe 

ifunctions iof ipolitical iinstitutions, iand ithe 

isignificance iof icivic iengagement. 

Fostering iInformed iParticipation: iA iwell-

informed iyouth ipopulation iis imore ilikely ito 

iengage iactively iin ipolitics, imake iinformed 

idecisions iduring ielections, iand ihold 

ipoliticalileaders iaccountable ifor itheir 

iactionsi(Youth iand iCivic iEducation, i2020). 

iCivic ieducation iequips iyoung iNigerians iwith 

ithe iknowledge iand icritical ithinking iskills 

ineeded ito iparticipate ieffectively. 

Promoting ia iCulture iof iDemocracy: iCivic 

ieducation ican iinstill idemocratic ivalues, isuch 

ias itolerance, irespect ifor idiversity, iand ithe 

iimportance iof ipeaceful iand iconstructive 

ipolitical iparticipation. iThese ivalues iare 

iessential ifor ibuilding ia idemocratic isociety ithat 
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iaccommodates idiffering iopinions iand 

iperspectivesi(Osaghae, i2016). 

However, ithe iimplementation iof icivic ieducation 

imust ibe istrategic iand iongoingi(Omotola, 

i2009). iIt ishould iextend ibeyond ischools ito 

ireach iout ito iyoung ipeople iwho imay inot ihave 

iformal ieducation. iCommunity-based 

iprogrammes, ipartnerships iwith icivil isociety 

iorganizations, iand ithe iintegration iof icivic 

ieducation iinto iextracurricular iactivities ican 

ihelp imake ithis imeasure imore ieffective. 

3.5.5. Youth iInclusion iin iDecision-Making 

iProcesses 

 i i iActively iinvolving iyoung ipeople iin 

idecision-making iprocesses iat ivarious ilevels iof 

igovernance iis ianother ikey imeasure ito ienhance 

iyouth ipolitical iparticipation. iThis iincludes 

icreating iopportunities ifor iyouth ito icontribute 

ito ipolicy idevelopment, icommunity iinitiatives, 

iand igovernance istructuresi(Akpan i& 

iChristopher, i2016). iYouth iadvisory iboards ior 

icouncils ican ibe iestablished ito iprovide ia 

iplatform ifor iyouth ito ivoice itheir iconcerns, 

iideas, iand iperspectives. 

Fostering ia iSense iof iOwnership: iWhen 

iyoung ipeople iare igiven ithe ichance ito ishape 

idecisions ithat ihave ian iimpact ion itheir ilife, 

ithey igrow ito ifeel ia ifeeling iof 

iaccountabilityiand iownership ifor itheir 

icommunities iand ithe icountry. iThis ican 

imotivate ithem ito iparticipate imore iactively iin 

ipolitical iprocessesi(Akpan i& iChristopher, 

i2016). 

Harnessing iFresh iPerspectives: iYoung ipeople 

ibring iinnovative iideas, ienergy, iand ia ifresh 

iperspective ito igovernance iand ipolicy 

idevelopment. iTheir iparticipation ican ilead ito 

icreative isolutions ito ilongstanding ichallenges 

iand ienhance ithe iresponsiveness iof ipublic 

ipoliciesi(Omorogbe, i2013). iHowever, ito imake 

ithis imeasure ieffective, iit iis iessential ito iensure 

ithat iyouth iadvisory iboards ior isimilar 

istructures iare inot isymbolic ibut ihave igenuine 

iinfluence ion idecision-makingi(Mkandawire, 

i2015). iMoreover, icreating ispaces ifor iyouth 

iengagement ishould ibe iaccompanied iby ia 

icommitment ito iact ion itheir irecommendations. 

3.5.6 Youth iEmpowerment iand iSkill-

Building iprogrammes 
Empowerment iinitiatives ithat iprovide iyoung 

iNigerians iwith ithe inecessary iskills, iresources, 

iand iopportunities ito iengage iin ipolitics iand 

icivic iactivities iare ivital. iThese iprogrammes 

ican iinclude ileadership itraining, icommunication 

iskills idevelopment, iadvocacy itraining, iand 

iopportunities ifor iinternships iin ipolitical ioffices 

ior icivil isociety iorganizationsi(Ogundipe i& 

iOjo, i2016). 

Enhancing iPolitical iEfficacy: iEmpowering 

iyoung ipeople iwith ithe iskills iand iknowledge 

ito inavigate ithe ipolitical ilandscape iboosts itheir 

ipolitical iefficacy. iWhen iyouth ifeel icapable iof 

imaking ia idifference, ithey iare imore ilikely ito 

iengage iin ipolitical iactivitiesi(Cilliers iet ial., 

i2016). 

Building ia iNetwork iof iYoung iLeaders: iSkill-

building iprogrammes icreate ia inetwork iof 

icapable iand icommitted iyoung ileaders iwho ican 

icollaborate ion ipolitical iinitiatives iandimentor 

ithe inext igeneration iof iyouth ileaders. iThis 

inetwork ican ihave ia imultiplier ieffect ion iyouth 

ipolitical iparticipationi(Adeosun i& iBakare, 

i2020). 

To imaximize ithe iimpact iof iempowerment 

iprogrammes, ithey ishould ibe itailored ito 

iaddress ithe ispecific ineeds iand ichallenges 

ifaced iby iyoung iNigerians. iThey ishould ialso 

ibe idesigned ito ireach ithose iwho imay ihave 

ilimited iaccess ito itraditional ieducational iand 

ipolitical iresourcesi(Ogundipe i& iOjo, i2016). 

In iconclusion, ienhancing iyouth ipolitical 

iparticipation iin iNigeria irequires iconcerted 

iefforts ithat iencompass ieducation, iinclusion, 

iand iempowerment. iThese imeasures ican ihelp 

iyoung iNigerians ibecome imore iinformed, 

iengaged, iand ieffective iparticipants iin ithe 

idemocratic iprocess, iultimately istrengthening 

idemocracy iin ithe icountry. iHowever, ithe 

isuccess iof ithese imeasures idepends ion itheir 

ieffective iimplementation, istakeholder 

icommitment, iand isustained isupport ifor iyouth 

ipolitical iengagement. 

 

IV. ISSUES iAND iCHALLENGES iOF 

iYOUTH iPARTICIPATION iIN 

iDEMOCRACY iIN iNIGERIA 
4.1 Introduction 

 This ichapter iprovides ian ioverview ifor 

ius ito idiscuss iin idetail ithe ivarious iissues iand 

ichallenges idiscovered ithrough iresponses 

iobtained ifrom ithe ifocus igroup idiscussion 

iconducted iwith itwentyi(20) iparticipants iusing 

ivirtual iGoogle iMeet. iThis iparticipants iinclude: 

iPDP iNew iGenerationi(4); iAPC iYouth iForum 

i(4); iNNPP iYouth iMobilisation ifor i2003 i(3); 

iLabour iParty iYouth iVanguard i(4); iIndependent 

iNational iElectoral iCommission i(INEC) i(4) iand 

iAdvocate iYouth iInitiative i(1). 



 

  

International Journal of Humanities Social Science and Management (IJHSSM) 

Volume 4, Issue 2, Mar.-Apr., 2024, pp: 34-127                             www.ijhssm.org                 

                                      

 

 

 

| Impact Factor value 7.52 |                            ISO 9001: 2008 Certified Journal                                        Page 96 

At ithe iend iof ithe iinterview iprocess, ithe 

ifollowing ithemes iemerged: 

Theme i1: iLevel iof iparticipation iand ifactors 

ithat ihave iinfluenced ithese iparticipation. 

Theme i2: iChallenges ifaced iby iNigerian iyouths 

iin itheir iefforts ito iengage iin ipolitical 

iparticipation 

Theme i3: iIncreased ipolitical iparticipation iof 

iNigerian iyouths iand idemocratization iprocess iin 

ithe icountry. 

Theme i4: iForms iof ipolitical iparticipation ithat 

iNigerian iyouths ihave iengaged iin iduring ithe 

iperiod iof i2015-2022? 

Theme i5: iEffect iof ipolicies iand iinitiatives 

iaimed iat ipromoting iyouth ipolitical 

iparticipation iin iNigeria. i 

4.2 i Level iof iParticipation iand iFactors 

ithat ihave iInfluenced ithese iParticipation 

 

The ifirst itheme iof ithe istudy irevealed ithe ilevel 

iof ipolitical iparticipation iof iyouths iand ithe 

ifactors ithat ihave iinfluenced ithese iparticipation 

ibetween ithe iperiods iof i2015-2022. iThe istudy 

iobserved ithat isocial imedia iinfluenced ithe 

iincreased iparticipation iof iyouths, iespecially 

ileading ito ithe i2023 igeneral ielections. iAlso, 

iresulting ifrom ithe iEndSars iprotest iand ithe 

imobilization iof iyouths itowards ivoter icard 

iregistration, isocial imedia ithrough iinternet 

itechnology iwas iseen ito ihave iplayed ia 

isignificant irole iin iupturning ithe iprevious inon-

participation iin ipolitics iamong iyouths. iOne iof 

ithe igroup i1 imembers istated ithus: 

The iupsurge iin ipolitical iparticipation iand ithe 

ipumped-up ienergies iyou isee iamong ithe iyouths 

iall iover ithe icountry iis ispontaneous. iSocial 

imedia, iI iwill isay, iis ireally idoing ithe imagic. 

iYou isee, ifor isome itime inow, iyouths ihave 

irelied ion iand ihave ibeen imobilized ithrough 

isocial imedia ilike iEndSars iand ithe ipush ifor 

ivoter icard iregistration, iall ihappened ithrough 

isocial imedia, iand iwe iare iseeing ithe 

idifference. iThese ihave inot ialways ibeen ilike 

ithis ias iyouths iare iconnecting, idiscussing, iand 

isensitizing ithemselves, icreating iawareness 

ithrough ithe iuse iof itechnology iand isocial 

imedia, iwhich iis inow ia ivariable itool ito ihold 

ithe igovernment ito iaccount iand imobilize ifor 

iyouth iparticipationi(FGD iParticipant i3) 

Another imembers icorroborated ithe iresponses iof 

ithe i3rd
d
 iparticipant: 

Frankly, isocial imedia iis ithe igame ichanger iif 

iyouth iparticipation iin ipolitics iis iconcerned. 

iWe ihave iexperienced ia ihuge iturnaround, 

iincreasing iinterest, iand idesire ito ihave ithe 

ielections icome; iit iseems ilike, ias iyouths, iwe 

iare inow iready ito imake ia idifference iwith iour 

inumbersi(FGD: iParticipant i4) i 

Participant i1 ifrom ithe isecond igroup istated: i 

Well, ifrom iwhat iI've iobserved, ithe ilevel iof 

ipolitical iparticipation iamong iNigerian iyouths 

ihas iincreased isignificantly iover ithe iyears. iI 

iagree. iThere ihas ibeen ia inoticeable irise iin 

ipolitical iengagement iamong iyoung ipeople, 

ialthough iit imay ivary iin idifferent iregions ior 

icommunitiesi(FGD: iParticipant i1). 

From ithe iabove, iit iis ican ibe iseen ithat iyoung 

ipolitical iparticipation ivaries iand idifferentiates. 

iWhile isome iyoung ipeople iare iwilling iand 

iexcited ito iparticipate, iothers imay ilack ithe 

inecessary iassistance ior iinformation iabout ihow 

ito ijoin. iBasically, iyouth ibecome imore iaware 

iand iconscientious iwhen idecisions iaffecting 

ithem iare imade iwith itheir iinterests iin imind 

iand iwhen ithey iplan isocial iactions ion itheir 

iown 

Talking iabout ithe ifactors ithat iinfluence ithe 

ilevel iof iparticipation, iParticipant i3 istated: i 

The imajor ifactors iaffecting ithe ipolitical 

iparticipation iof iyouths iinclude ithe iage ilimit 

ifor ipolitical ioffice iholders, ieducational 

iqualification iand iawareness, ipoverty, ipolitical 

iparticipation iprocesses, ithe irole iof imoney iin 

ipolitical iparticipation,i‘Godfatherism’ iand ipoor 

ileadership irecruitment iprocess, istructures iof 

ipolitical iparties, ireligion, iclass, iand icultural 

ibarriers iand imentorship iand icabal 

iendorsement 

Participant iNigeria iin ihis iopinion istated: 

Access ito isocial imedia iand ionline iplatforms 

ihas iplayed ia isignificant irole iin iencouraging 

ipolitical iengagement iamong iyouths. iIt ihas 

iprovided ia iplatform ifor isharing iideas, 

imobilizing isupport, iand iraising iawareness 

iabout ipolitical iissuesi(FGD: iParticipant i3). 

Participant i15 iin ihis iresponse istated: 

Ethnic iand ireligious iaffiliations iaffect iyouths' 

iparticipation iin iPolitics iin iNigeria. iThe 

ireligion ior iethnic ibackground iof iyouths iand 

itheir ipolitical ileaders iand imentors ioften iaffect 

itheir ichoices iand ipatterns iof iparticipation. 

iThis isituation ihas iimpacted iover itime ithe 

ilevel iof igrowth iof iNigeria’s idemocracy. 

 

Emphasizing ion ithe ifactors, iparticipant i4 

iadded: 

The iinfluence iof iyouth-led imovements iand 

iadvocacy igroups icannot ibe iunderestimated. 

iThey ihave ibeen iinstrumental iin iinspiring iand 
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imobilizing iyoung ipeople ito iparticipate iin 

ipoliticsi(FGD: iParticipant i4). 

Still ion ithe ifactors, iParticipant i5 isaid: 

Educational iattainment iof iyouths iand iaccess ito 

itechnology iaffect itheir iparticipation iin ipolitics 

iin iNigeria. 

Several istudies iin ithe iliterature isupport ithe 

ifindings ion ithe irole iof itechnology iand iyouths’ 

ipolitical iparticipation. i iSocial imedia iuse ihas 

ibeen ifound ito ibe iadopted imore iquickly iby 

iyounger iusers ifirst i– ialthough, iin ithe iWest, 

isocial imedia ihas ibeen ishown ito ibe iinferior ias 

ia inews isource ithan iattention ito inews 

ioutletsi(Kaufhold, i2014; iShehata i& iStröbäck, 

i2018). iNewspaper iconsumption iis iwaning iin 

iNigeria imuch ias iit iis iin ithe iWest. iHowever, 

itwo iexacerbating ifactors icontribute ito ithe 

iweakness iof inewspapers iin iNigeria icompared 

ito ibroadcast iand ionline isources: icost iand ithe 

ilack iof ia isingle idominant inational ipaper, ilike 

iThe iGuardian iin ithe iUKi(Nigeria iBureau iof 

iStatistics, i2021). iFinally, ieight iin i10 

iNigeriansi(83%) ihave ismartphones, iwhich iare 

ioverwhelmingly ithe iprimary iway iNigerians 

iaccess ithe iInternet, iaccounting ifor imore ithan 

inine iout iof i10 i(92.4%) iwebsite ivisits 

i(Akinpelu, i2020; iOyelola, i2021). 

 

4.3 The iChallenges iFaced iby iNigerian 

iYouths iin iPolitical iParticipation 

On ithe ichallenges iaffecting iyouth ipolitical 

iparticipation iin iNigeria iover ithe iyears. iThe 

istudy ifound ithat iseveral ifactors, iincluding 

ifunding iand ipolitical iparty imarginalization, iall 

iaffect ithe ilevel iof iparticipation iof iyouths iin 

ipolitics. iOne iof ithe iinterviewed irespondents 

istated ithat, ion ithe iissue iof ifunding ithe 

ipolitical iprocess, ithe irespondent iaffirmed ithat 

iNigeria’s ipolitical istructure iis itoo iexpensive 

iand ibeyond itheifinancial ireach iof imost iyoung 

ipeople. iFrom ithe ifunds ineeded ito ipurchase ia 

iticket ifrom ia ipolitical iparting ito iforming iand 

imaintaining ia ipolitical iteam iand ito ithe 

icampaigns irequires ia imassive ichunk iof ifunds 

ior ia isponsor ithat icomes iin ithe iform 

iofi“godfather”. i 

A ileader iof ia icivil isociety iorganization ibased 

iin iAbuja, itagged ias iParticipant i1, istated ithat: 

Going iby ithe iinflated icosts iof irunning ia 

ipolitical icampaign ifor iany ielections iin 

iNigeria, iwith ifigures ireported ito ibe ias ihigh 

ias ione ibillion iNaira, iconnected iindividuals, 

imany iof iwhom ifall iinto ithe iolder iage 

idemographic iare imajority iof ithose irunning ifor 

ielections iin iNigeria iIt ishould ibe iobvious iwhy 

ielections iand irunning ifor ielected ioffice iare 

imostly iseen ias ithe idomain iof ithe imore 

iaffluent iand iwell-connected, imany iof iwhom 

iare iolder iin iage. iIn iNigeria, icontesting ifor 

ioffice iis inot iinexpensive iby iany imeans.i(FGD: 

iParticipant i1) 
This ifinding iis isupported iby ipieces iof 

iliterature. iAdejoroi(2022) istated ithat iNigerian 

iyouths iare ieconomically idisenfranchised ito 

iafford ithe iabsurd icost iof irunning ifor iany 

ioffice iduring ielections iin iNigeria. iThis iis 

isupported iby ithe ifact ithat iin ithe irecent i2023 

ielections, ithe iAll-Progressive iCongress i(APC) 

ipegged iits ipresidential inomination iform iat ione 

ihundred imillion iNairai(NGN100 imillion), 

iultimately ipushing ithe iyouths iout iof ithe 

ipresidential irace. 

A isecond iparticipant ifrom ithe iINEC 

icollaborated iwith ithe iabove iand istated: i 

The ipolitical ispace ihas inot ibeen iliberalized 

itowards iyouth’s iinclusiveness ias ieven ithose 

ipolitical iparties igiving iout ifree iforms ito 

iyouths iand iwomen iknow ithey ican inot iclinch 

isuch ipositions ias ithere iis ino ilevel iplaying 

iground ifor ithese isegments ito icompete iand ibe 

iproperly iincludedi(FGD: iParticipant i9) 

 On ithe iother ihand, iIbezimi(2019) 

istated ithat ithe icommercialization iof ipolitics, 

iwhich iis inow iregarded ias ia ibusiness iwith 

ianticipated ireturns iand ino ilonger iprimarily 

iabout ipublic iservice, ihas iput ithe ipolitical 

iselection iprocess iat ithe idiscretion iof 

imerchants iof ipower, ithe igodfathers, iwho 

iwield inear iabsolute icontrol iover ipolitical iparty 

imachinery iand iprocesses. iThis ihas ibeen ian 

ienduring iform iof irestriction, irequiring 

iaspirants ito itoe ithe iline iof iapproval iof ithese 

igodfathers ias ithe imain iroute ito iendorsement 

iand ipolitical iparticipation. iGodfatherism 

icontrols ithe ioutcome iof iour ipublic ielections, 

ithereby iundermining ithe ientire idemocratization 

iprocess; ias ia iresult, iwe iare ifaced iwith iwhat 

ican ibe idescribed ias imoney-based ipolitics iand 

iadministration, ithereby iresulting iin iyoung 

ipeople ibeing iunable ito ichallenge ithis iorder iin 

iterms iof ihaving ilower ifinancial iresources iand 

ilower inetworking icapacities ito ichallenge ithe 

ibig iwigs iduring ielections. iAll ithese ihave 

iresulted iin ithe ivast ilooting iand iwastage iof 

ithe ifinancial iresources iof iNigeria iand 

iNigeriansi(Ibezim, i2019). 

The istudy ialso ifound ithat iyouth ipolitical 

iparticipation iis ihampered iby imarginalization 

iby ipolitical iparties iand ileaders. iIt iwas 

iobserved ifrom ithe iresponses iof ithe iinterview 
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irespondents ithat ipolitical ileaders iand iparty 

ileaders ireward iloyalty iin iNigeria ibased ion 

ifinancial iinputs iduring ielectioneering iperiods, 

ithe ilevel iof ifriendship, iand iother iprimordial 

ifactors ithat ioften irelegate ithe iyouths. iPolitical 

iappointments iare igiven ito iolder ipoliticians 

iwho ihave iamassed iso imuch iwealth iover ithe 

iyears. iThis ifinding iis ialso isupported iby ithe 

iviews iof ivarious ischolars iwho iargued ithat 

iNigerian iyouths iare imarginalized ifrom ithe 

ischeme iof ipolitical idecision ipositions. 

iAfolayan i(2018) ifound ithat ithe imarginalization 

iand ilimited ipolitical iparticipation iof ithe 

iNigerian iyouth iis ievident iinithe ifacts ithat 

isince ithe ireturn iof idemocracy ito ithe icountry 

iin i1999, ireferred ito ias ithe ibeginning iof ithe 

iFourth iRepublic, ithe icabinets iat ithe ifederal 

ilevel ihave inot ibeen i“youth-friendly.” iMost iof 

ithe imembers iof ithe iFederal iExecutive 

iCouncils ihave ibeen iolder ipoliticians iwho ihave 

iserved iin igovernment iin ione iform ior ianother 

isince ithe i1970s. iThe iaverage iage iin ithe 

icabinets ihas ibeen i50, iwith iother imembers iin 

itheir i60s iand isome iin itheir i70s. iAlso, iit ihas 

ibeen inoted ithat ifrom i1999 ito i2016, ino 

iMinister ifor iYouth ihas ibeen ia iyouth i(Amzat 

i& iAbdullahi, i2016). iIn ispite iof ihaving ia 

iNational iYouth iPolicy ithat ilays iout ia ivery 

ibold ivision ifor iharnessing ithe ipotentials iof 

iyouths iand isignposts ihow ithe istrategy icould 

ibe ibuilt ifor iempowering ithe idemography ito 

imake ifar-reaching icontributions ito inational 

idevelopment, ino iconcrete irole ihas ibeen 

idesigned ifor iyouths ito iattain ipolitical 

ipoweri(Afolayan, i2018). 
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4.4 The iincreased ipolitical iparticipation iof iyouths icontributed ito ithe idemocratization iprocess 

iin iNigeria 

The isecond itheme iof ithe istudy ibrought ito ifore ithe iincreased ipolitical iparticipation iof iNigerian iyouths 

iand idemocratization iprocess. iIn ia irecent ireport iby iUnited iNations 

 

 
 

It iwas ireported ithat iglobally, iless ithan i2 iper 

icent iof iparliamentarians iare iunder i30 iyears 

iold. iThe iaverage iage iin iparliament iin i53 

iyears iold. i iOnly i1.65% iof iparliamentarians 

iaround ithe iworld iare iin itheir i20’s iand ifor ia 

ithird iof icountries, ieligibility ifor inational 

iparliament istarts iat i25 iyears iold. i iVoter 

iturnout iamong i18-25 iyear iolds icontinues ito 

ibeilower ithan iother iage igroups. i2 iout iof i3 

icountries iDO iNOT iconsult iyoung ipeople ias ia 

ipart iof ithe iprocess iof ipreparing ipoverty 

ireduction istrategies ior inational idevelopment 

iplansi(UNDP, i2021] 

Relatively iin iNigeria iThe iINEC iChairman 

iwhile ipresenting ithe i idemography iof ithe 

ieligible ivoters iin ithe icommissions ivoters 

iregister. iHe igave ithe ifollowing irecords: 
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Figure i1: iVoters iDistribution 

Source: iPremium iTimes iNovember, i2022. 

 

49,054,162 ior i52.5 iper icent iof ithe itotal ivoters 

iare imale iwhile ithe iremaining i44,414,846 ior 

i47.5 iper icent iare ifemale ivoters. i37,060,399 ior 

i39.65 iper icent iof ivoters iare ibetween ithe iages 

iof i18 iand i34; iwhile i33,413,591 ior i35.75 iper 

icent iare imiddle-aged ipersons ibetween ithe iages 

iof i35 iand i49. i17,700,270 ior i18.94 iper icent 

iof ithe itotal iregistered ivoters iare ielderly ivoters 

ibetween ithe iages iof i50 iand i69, ijust ias ithe 

iremaining i5,294,748 ior i5.66 iper icent iare 

isenior icitizens iabove ithe iage iof i70i(Premium 

iTimes, iNovember i2022). 

Echoing ihow ipolitical iparticipation iof iNigerian 

iyouths icontributed ito ithe idemocratization 

iprocess iin iNigeria, iParticipant i6 istated: 

Nigerian iyouths ihave ibrought ifresh iperspectives 

iand iideas ito ithe itable, ichallenging itraditional 

ipolitical istructures iand ipractices. iThis ihas iled 

ito ia imore iinclusive iand idiverse ipolitical 

ilandscape. iYouth-led imovements ilike i#EndSars 

ihave iplayed ia icrucial irole iin iadvocating ifor 

idemocratic ireforms iand isocial ijustice iissues. 

iThey ihave ibeen iinstrumental iin iholding 

igovernment iofficials iaccountable iand ipushing 

ifor ipositive ichangei(FGD: iParticipant i6). 

Honestly, ithe i#EndSars iprotest iexposed iso 

imuch iand iignited iour idesire ito iparticipate iin 

ithe i2023 ielections. iThe ipolitical ileaders iwho, 

ito ithis iday, ifailed ito irespond ito iour irequests 

iduring ithe iprotest iasked ius ito itake iour 

iagitations ito ithe ipolls. iThat imotivated ius, iand 

iwe idid iexactly ithat iby imassively isensitizing 

iyouths ito iregister iand icollect itheir iPVCs ias 

iwell ias iget iinto ithe ithick iof ithings iby 

icontesting iin ithe ielectionsi(FGD: iParticipant 

i4). 
Literature iprovided isignificant isupport ion ihow 

ithe iEndSars iprotest iinfluenced iyouths' ipolitical 

iparticipation iduring ithe iregistration iof ivoters’ 

icards iand ithe icampaign iperiods. 

iBamidelei(2021) iaverred ithat iissuing ifrom ithe 

iEndSars iprotest, ia iCharter iof iDemands, 

iknown ias ithe i5-for-5, iwas idrawn iup iby ithe 

imovement, iwhich, iif ithe igovernment iacceded 

ito, ithe iprotests iwould ibe iterminated. iThe i5-

points iraised iin ithe iDemands iwere:i(1.) 

iRelease iof iarrested iprotesters; i(2.) i iJustice ifor 

ivictims iof ipolice ibrutality; i(3.) iProsecution iof 

ipolice i‘bad ieggs’; i(4.) iRetraining iof iex-SARS 

imembers; i(5.) iPolice isalary iincrease. iWhile 

ithe igovernment, ithrough iits inegotiation iteam, 

ithe iPresidential iPanel ion iPolice iReform, 

iquickly iconsented ito ithe idemands iof ithe 

iyouth ias ia iway iof ibringing ithe iprotests ito ian 

iend, iit, ihowever, iseemed ithat ithe iyouths ihad 

igone ithrough ia ire-think, ianchored ion itwo 

iprimary ireasons: iFirst, ithe ihistory iof 

igovernment idishonesty iin iearlier inegotiations, 

iwhereby iafter iprotests iare icalled ioff, ithe 

iauthoritiesieither iback-tracked ion ithe 

iagreements ior inever idid ianything ito 

iimplement ithe iunderstandings ireached. iFor 

iinstance, ithat iwas ithe ifourth itime ithe 

igovernment iwas imaking ipretenses ito iban ithe 

iPolice iunit, ias ithis inever ihappened iin ithe ireal 

isense. iSecondly, ihaving irealized ithe ipotential 
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iof ithe imass iaction iembarked iupon, ithe iyouths 

iwho iwere igenerally iand ideeply idisenchanted 

iwith ithe igovernment, iand imore iso ithe iBuhari 

iadministration iat ithis ipoint, idue ito iits 

inumerous ifailings iin icreating ipathways iout iof 

iwidespread iunemployment, ihunger, imisery, iand 

ithe iabsence iof isocial iprovisioning, iembraced 

ithe i#EndSARS iprotests ifurther ias ia iplatform 

ifor ipressing ifor ithe ireal iaddress iof itheir 

iconcerns. iEven ia isection iof ithe iinvolved 

iyouths iwas ialready icalling ifor ia 

itransformation iof ithe iprotests iinto ia ipolitical 

imovement ithat iwould iseek ipower ion ibehalf 

iof ithe iyouths, ias iothers iwere icalling ifor 

iPresident iBuhari ito iresign ifrom ioffice ifor 

ibeing iunable ito iexecute ithe imandate igiven 

ihim iby ithe ipeople. iHence, ithe ifirst iCharter iof 

idemands iwas iadded ito ia ibroader idemand ifor 

igood igovernance iand ipublic iaccountability. 

iHowever, ithe iseemingly ilong-drawn iprotest 

ifaced ian iindeterminate iend iwas ibrought ito ia 

itragic idénouement iwith ithe iwell-documented 

ishootings iat ithe iLekki iTollgate ion ithe 

ievening iof iTuesday, iOctober i20, i2020, iwhen 

ithe iNigerian iArmy iwas iunleashed ion ithe 

iprotesters, ileading ito ia ibloodbath, ithe 

icasualties ior ilack iof, iof iwhich iis istill icreating 

icontestations ibetween ithe igovernment iand 

imany iin ithe ipublic iand icivil isociety 

i(Bamidele, i2021). 

We iyouths iare ibetter iinformed iand iwell 

iprepared inow ithan iever ito itake iour idestinies 

iand ifuture iinto iour iown ihands ias ithe iolder 

igeneration ihas ifailed ius iin iall ispheres. iBeing 

ia iyouth iin ithis ipart iof ithe iworld iputs iyou iat 

ia itotal idisadvantage iand ikeeps iyou iexcluded 

ifrom igovernance, ipolicy-making iprocess, iand 

iparticipation iwhere ivotes idon’t icount, iand ithe 

icost iofiparticipating iin ipolitics iis ifar ibeyond 

ithe ireach iof imany iof ius iyouths.i(Interview 

iRespondent: iParticipant i6). i 

The i#EndSARS iprotests ihave ishown ithe 

iNigerian iyouths' icapacity ito iorganize ifor 

ichange iin isociety iin imore iresilient iways. iIt 

ishows ithat ithe iyouths iwill ino ilonger istay 

icomplacent iin ithe iface iof igovernmental iabuse 

iand idysfunction, ias ithey iknow ithat ichange 

ihas ito ibe istruggled ifor, ias iit inever icomes 

iaround iby imere iwish-making ior isimple 

irhetorici(Bamidele, i2021). 

 

 

 

4.5 Specific iforms iof ipolitical 

iparticipation ithat iNigerian iyouths ihave 

iengaged iin iduring i2015-2022 

On ithe ispecific iforms iof ipolitical iparticipation 

ithat iNigerian iyouths ihave iengaged iin iduring 

ithis iperiod. iIt iis iimportant ito inote ithat ithe 

iright ito ipolitical iparticipation iis iglobally 

irecognised ias ian iinalienable iright ifor icitizens 

iof ia iparticular icountry. iPeople iare iencouraged 

ito itake iadvantage iof ithese irights, ienabling 

ithem ito iinfluence iand icontrol ipolitical iand 

ieconomic idevelopment iin itheir iclimes. 

Participant i10 iin iher iresponse iquoted ithe i1999 

iconstitution iof ithe iFederal iRepublic iof 

iNigeria, ias iamended iwhich irecognizes iand 

ioutlines ithe iright ito ipolitical iparticipation iin 

idifferent iforms. iSuch ias: 

 i1. iThe iright ito ivote iand iright ito icontest ifor 

ipublic ioffice. 

SECTION i7 iSUB-SECTION i4 iOF iTHE i1999 

iCONSTITUTION iprovides ithat: 

“The iGovernment iof ia iState ishall iensure ithat 

ievery iperson iwho iis ientitled ito ivote ior ibe 

ivoted ifor iat ian ielection ito ithe iHouse iof 

iAssembly ishall ihaveithe iright ito ivote ior ibe 

ivoted ifor iat ian ielection ito ia ilocal igovernment 

icouncil”. 

“This iconstitutional iprovision iensures ithe 

iparticipation iof ievery icitizen iin ipolitical 

iactivities iwhich iincludes iright ito ivote iand 

iright ito icontest ifor ipublic ioffice iat ithe 

iChairmanship iand iCouncillorship ielections iat 

ievery iLocal iGovernment iin iNigeria”. 

2. iThe iright ito itake ipart ifreely iin ichoosing 

ipeople iup ifor ielection. 

SECTION i14 iSUB-SECTION i2 iand 

iPARAGRAPH i(C) iOF iTHE i1999 

iCONSTITUTION ifurther iprovides: 

“The iparticipation iby ithe ipeople iin itheir 

igovernment ishall ibe iensured iin iaccordance 

iwith ithe iprovisions iof ithis iConstitution”. 

“The iuse iof ithe iwordi“shall” iin ithis isection 

iimplies ian iobligation iwhich imust ibe ifulfilled 

iby ithe igovernment. iA icountry ilike iNigeria 

ibeing ia idemocratic istate imust irecognize iher 

icitizen’s iright ito iparticipate ifreely iin ichoosing 

ipeople ithat iwill irepresent iher iin ipower”. 

So itaking iadvantage iof ithose iprovisions iof ithe 

ilaw, imany iyoung ipeople ihave iactively 

iparticipated iin ielections iby ivoting iand 

isupporting ipolitical icandidates ithey ibelieve iin. 

iAdditionally, isocial imedia iactivism iand ionline 

ipolitical idiscussions ihave iprovided iplatforms 

ifor iyoung ipeople ito iexpress itheir iopinions, 
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iraise iawareness, iand imobilize isupport ifor 

ivarious icauses. 

4.6 Government ipolicies iand iinitiatives 

iaimed iat ipromoting iyouth ipolitical 

iparticipation iin iNigeria 

Aside igovernment ipolicies iand iinitiatives iaimed 

iat ipromoting iyouth ipolitical iparticipation, ithe 

iparticipants iwere iasked ito isuggest iways ito 

ipromote iyouths’ iparticipation iand iimprove ithe 

igeneral istate iof idemocracy iin ithe icountry. 

iAddressing ithe ichallenges iofiyouth 

iparticipation iin ipolitics iin iNigeria, isome iof 

ithe irespondents isuggested ithat irecognizing ithe 

ipotential iof iyouths iand iinstituting ithe isocial 

iinclusion iof iyouths ithrough ipolitical iparties 

iand ipolitical iappointments iwill ihelp iclose ithe 

igap iin iyouths’ ipolitical iparticipation. iThe 

irespondents iargued ithat ithe ichallenges iyouths 

iface ithat ihinder iparticipation, isuch ias ifinancial 

iinequality, imay icontinue ito iprevent ithem ifrom 

ireaching ihigher iheights iand ican ionly ibe 

ieroded ior iaddressed ithrough iinclusion iand 

iwaivers. i 

More iinstitutional istrategies iwere iadvocated ito 

iimprove ithe iyouths’ iparticipation iin ipolitics iin 

iNigeria. iSome iof ithe imost isignificant iareas 

iemphasized iwere imobilizing ithe iyouths 

ithrough isocial imedia iand igetting ithem 

iinterested iin ipolitics iby iconsistently iengaging 

ithem ithrough itopical ipolitical idiscussions. iThis 

iwas ibuttressed iby ione iof ithe irespondents: 

 iYoung ipeople ispend ia ilot iof itime ion isocial 

imedia; ipolitical iparties iand ithe igovernment 

ican, iduring iand iafter ielectioneering iperiods, 

iengage ithe iyouths ion isocial imedia iwith 

idiscussions ion ithe ihappenings iof igovernment 

iand igovernance. iThis iwill ikeep ithem iglued 

iand iinterested iin ipolitics isuch ithat ithey iwill 

ithen idevelop ithe ineeded iinterest iin 

ipoliticsi(FGD: iParticipant i22) 

Another iparticipant iemphasized ithe ineed ifor 

idirect iconversations iwith ithe iyouths. 

iAccording ito ithe irespondent, ithese 

iconversations ishould ibe idone iin ithe iform iof 

itown ihall ipolitical iengagements iand 

imaintained ithroughout ithe iyear. iOnce ithis iis 

idone, iboth iduring iand iafter ielections, iyoung 

ipeople iwill iremain iinterested iin ithe ievents 

iand iactivities iof ithe icountry's ipolitics. iIn ithe 

iwords iof ithe irespondent, ihe istated ithus: 

Consistent iand iall-year itown ihall imeetings ior 

iengagements iwill ido ithe imagic. iYou isee, ithe 

icurrent iwave iand imomentum iof iinterest iof 

iyouths imust ibe imaintained; ito ido iso, 

igovernments imust ifind ia iway ito 

iholdiengagements iwith ithe iyouths, iand icivil 

isociety iorganizations iand ipolitical iparties imust 

ialso ifollow isuit. iThis iwill inot ionly igive ithe 

iyoung ipeople ia isense iof iinclusion ibut iwill 

icertainly ibring ithem iinto ithe ipicture ias 

idecision-makersi(FGD i25: iParticipant i3) 

The ifindings iand iresponses ion ileveraging 

isocial imedia, iwhich iis ia icore iinterest iof ithe 

iyouths, iand iconsistent ipolitical iengagements 

iand ipolitical iengagements iare iconsistent iin ithe 

iliterature. iVromeni(2016) inoted ithat iyoung 

ipeople ifrequently iget itheir inews ithrough 

isocial imedia, iwhich ialso iserves ias ia isign iof 

iyouth itogetherness iby iencouraging ithe isharing 

iand ienjoying iparticular iarticles. iAs ia iresult, iit 

ican iassist iin idisseminating iinformation iabout 

ithe isignificance iof iopen igovernment istrategies 

iand iinitiatives, ias iwell ias iabout ithe imany 

ipolicies ibeing iimplemented ithat iengage iyoung 

ipeople. iBased ion ithe iassertionsiof 

iVromeni(2016), iyoung ipeople ican ibe icaught 

iup iin ithe ipolitical imix iand ibe iattracted ito 

ipolitics iwhen isocial imedia ibecomes ian 

ienabling itool. iOn ithe iother ihand, iLoader iet 

ial.i(2014) iaffirmed ithat iyoung ipeople iare iless 

iconcerned iwith ithe itraditional icivic iduties iof 

ivoting, igiving iback ito ithe icommunity, iand 

ijoining ipolitical iorganizations. iInstead, ithey 

ilook ifor inew, iless ihierarchical, iand imore 

iindividualized ihorizontal inetworks ithrough 

iwhich ito imake itheir ivoices iknown. iThese 

ialternative ipolitical iactivities iought ito ibe iseen 

ias iequally ilegitimate ikinds iof ipolitical 

iparticipation. iBased ion iLoader iet ial.i(2014) 

iview, iit iis isafe ito isay itown ihall imeetings ifor 

iyouths ican ihelp ibridge ithe igap iin ipolitical 

iparticipation. 

Other isuggestions ifor iaddressing ithe ilack iof 

iinterest iof iyouths iin ipolitics iwill ibe ithrough 

iempowerment iand iimproving ithe ieconomic 

istrength iand iwell-being iof iyoung ipeople. i 

iOne iof ithe iinterview irespondents iaffirmed 

ithat: 

Unless iyou iempower ithe iyouths ito ihave ithe 

ifinancial imuscle ito ibattle iit iout iwith ithe 

ipolitical igladiators, ithey imay inever ihave ithe 

icapacity. iYou iknow, iit icosts iso imuch ito irun 

ifor ielections, iand ithese iyoung ipeople icannot 

iafford iit. iThey imust iget ito ia ilevel ifinancially 

ibefore ithey ican iachieve ithat. iSo iI iwould 

iconveniently isay ithe ifoundational iissues iof 

ipoverty iamong iyoung ipeople imust ibe 

iaddressed, iand ithen iwith ia ifollow-up ion 

imentorship, ionly ithen ican iwe isay iwe iare 
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igetting itherei(Interview iRespondent: 

iParticipant i7, iINEC iOfficial) 

Like ithe iviews iof iParticipant i5i(INEC 

iCommissioner), ianother iRespondent iemphasized 

ithe ineed ifor imentorship ifor ithe iyouths iand 

iadopting ia ilegal iframework ithat iwill iensure 

ithat iall ipolitical iparties, ias iwell ias inational 

iand istate ileaders, iare icompelled ito ireserve 

icertain ipositions ior iascribe ia icertain inumber 

iof ipositions ito ithe iyouths ias ithe ipanacea ito 

ithe iproblems iof iyouth iparticipation iin ipolitics 

iin iNigeria. iThe irespondent isaid: 

If iwe idon’t ireserve isome ipositions istrictly ifor 

ithe iyouths iand iyou ido inot icompel ileaders iby 

ilaw ito ileave iout icertain ipositions ifor ithe 

iyouths, ithen ithe ijourney itowards ihaving 

iyouths itake itheir iplace iwill icontinue ito ibe ia 

imirage. iAs ia ipolitical iparty, iwe ihave itaken 

isteps itowards iyouth iinclusiveness, ibut ithe 

isystem ineeds iresources ito ikeep irunning. iThe 

ichallenges iof ifinance ifor iyouths ican ibe 

iaddressed ithrough imentorship iof ithe ielderly 

iand igrooming ithose iwith icharacter iinto iactive 

iparticipation iand iappointmentsi(Interview 

iRespondent: iParticipant i8) 
The ifindings iof ithis istudy isupport 

iLuhrmann’si(2013) iassertion ithat iyouth iare 

ihelpful iin iacting ias iactive iresearchers iwho 

icould ihelp iidentify itheir icommunity's ineeds 

iwhile ialso ideveloping itheir icapacities iunder 

ithe idirection iof iadult imentors iand ileaders iin 

iorder ito iaddress ithese ineeds. iThis ishould istart 

iwith irecognizing icurrent iyouth ileaders iand 

ideveloping inew iones iby iencouraging inetworks 

iof iparents, iteachers, iand iother iadults 

isupporting iyouth ileadership icapacity iand 

iagency idevelopment. i 

On ithe iprospect iof iyouths’ iinclusion iand iits 

iimpact ion idemocracy, ithe istudy irevealed ithat 

ithe iyouths ihold ilots iof ipotential ito ideepen 

iNigeria’s idemocracy. iThis iis idue ito ithe 

iactions iand iachievements iof iyouths iover ithe 

iyears, imost iof iwhom ihave icontinued ito ibe 

ishining ilights iand irepresenting iNigeria iwell 

iboth ilocally iand iinternationally. iThe 

irespondents iemphasized ithe ineed ifor ithe 

iNigerian iState ito iput iup iinstitutional 

iframeworks iand istrategies ias iquickly ias 

ipossible ithat iwill iharness ithe iyouths' ipotential. 

iOne iof ithe iinterview irespondents istated ithus: 

Nigerian iyouths iare ihighly iindustrious. iWe iall 

iknow ithis. iThey ihave icontinued ito ibe igreat 

iambassadors iof iour igreat icountry; ithey ihave 

ithe ipotential ito istrengthen iNigeria’s 

idemocracy iif igiven ithe iright isupport iand 

iconditions. iBut ithey imust ifirst iovercome ithe 

iproblem iof iimpatience, iall ithis iget-rich-quick 

isyndrome, idesperation, iand iall ithat imust ibe 

idestroyed. iNigeria imust ibuild ia isystem iwhere 

iyouths iare imentored iand iempowered ito ibegin 

ito iactualize itheir ileadership ipotentiali(FGD: 

iParticipant i19) 
The ifindings ion ithe ipotential ifor iyouth 

iinvolvement iin ipolitics iin iNigeria iare 

iconsistent iwith ithose iof iZohdyi(2017), iwho 

iargued ithat iyoung ipeople ihave iundoubtedly 

idemonstrated itheir iability ito imake ia ipositive 

idifference iin ithe iworld ithrough itheir 

idedication ito iachieving ithe iSustainable 

iDevelopment iGoals i(SDGs) iand iaddressing 

isome iof ithe imost ipressing iissues ifacing itheir 

igeneration, isuch ias iinequality iand iclimate 

ichange. iYouth-led iinitiatives ifrequently iprovide 

ipositive iresults ibecause ithey iare ienthusiastic 

iand iinnovative. iThe igoal iof iyouth ipolitical 

iengagement ishould ibe ifull iinclusioni(political, 

ieconomic, iand isocial iinclusion). iEducation ior 

iemployment iof iyouth ialone iwill inot ikeep 

ithem ifrom iengaging iin irisky ibehaviors. iRather 

ithan ibeing iless ieducated ior iunemployed, ia 

isignificant iproportion iof ithe iuncommon iyouth 

iwho icommit iacts iof ipolitical iviolence ido iso 

ias ia iresult iof iinjustices ithey ihave ipersonally 

iexperiencedi(feelings iof ipoliticaliexclusion). iTo 

ieffectively ireduce iadolescent iinvolvement iin 

iviolence, iprogrammes imust icarefully iexplore 

ihow ito iencourage iyouth imembership iin 

ipolitics, ithe ieconomy, iand isocietyi(Zohdy 

i2017). iIn igeneral, iyoung ipeople imust ibe iseen 

ias iactive icontributors ito idemocratic inorms iand 

iprocedures. iParticipation iof iyouthiin ipolitical 

iand igoverning iprocesses iis ia ivital idemocratic 

iright. iIt iis ialso icrucial ito iremember ithat 

iyouth ipolitical iengagement iextends ibeyond 

ivoting iand ientails ia irange iof iphysical iand 

ionline ipolitical iactions. i 

The imajor iproblem iwe ihave iin ithis icountry iis 

ithat ithe ipeople iwho ihave iintellect iand 

ileadership icapability idon’t ihave ithe ifinancial 

icapacity ito icontest ior ibe iinclusive iin ipolitics; 

ithose iwho idon’t ihave iintellect iare ithose 

iactively iparticipating ibecause ithey ihave ithe 

ifinancial ipower ito ibuy itheir iway ithrough ithe 

iprocess iat ithe ilevel iof ipolitical iparties ithat 

iobviously ilack iinternal iparty idemocracy iand 

iinclusiveness. iWe iobserve ithe iactivities iof 

ipolitical iparties iand isee ihow ithese iactors ido 

iall iwithin itheir ipower ito icircumvent ithe 

iprocess iof itrue idemocratic iprocess. iHow imany 

iyouths ican iafford ithe imoney ifor ipolitical 
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iparties?i(Interview iRespondent: iParticipant 

i10,) 
Political iinvolvement iis ihaving ithe imeans iand 

ichance ito iinfluence idecisions, iact, iand iengage 

iin iactivities ithat ihelp icreate ia ibetter isociety. 

iBy isupporting ipolitical icauses iand 

iaccomplishing isignificant iprogress, iyoung 

ipeople ihave idemonstrated itheir iimportance, 

iinfluence, iand iparticipation iin igovernment, ias 

ishown iby isufficient ievidence ifrom ithroughout 

ithe iglobe. iBy ichallenging ithe icurrent iquo iand 

isupporting igoverning iinstitutions ithat iattempt 

ito idevelop idemocratic inorms, iyoung ipeople 

iare ileaving itheir iimprints ion 

ihistoryi(Dougherty iet ial. i2016). iThe iclaim iby 

iDougherty iet ial.i(2016) isheds ilight ion 

iNigerian iyouths' ipotential, iparticularly iin 

igovernance, idemocratic iconsolidation, iand 

iinclusivity. 

 

V. FINDINGS iAND iCONTRIBUTIONS 

iTO iKNOWLEDGE 
5.0 Introduction 

This ichapter ipresents ithe ifindings igathered iin 

ithe icourse iof ithe iresearch iand ithose ifindings 

icontributed ito ithe iexisting iknowledge. iThe 

ipresentation iwas idone iin iline iwith ithe 

iobjectives ithe iresearch isets iout ito iachieve. i 

 

5.1 Level iof iparticipation iand iFactors 

ithat ihave iInfluenced ithese iParticipation 

The istudy iobserved ithat ithe inumber iof iyouths 

ithat iparticipated iin ielectioneering iprocess iin 

i2023 iwas ifar igreater ithan ithose iin i2015. 

iSocial imedia iwas ifound ito iinfluence ithe 

iincreased iparticipation iof iyouths, iespecially 

ileading ito ithe i2023 igeneral ielections. iDespite 

iwhat iappears ito ibe ian iimprovement iin iyouth 

iparticipation iin iNigeria's ipolitical iprocess, ione 

iof ithe istudy's ikey iconclusions iis ithat ithere iis 

ia ilow idegree iof ipolitical iparticipation iamong 

iNigerian iyouths. iThis iresult isupports iPontes, 

iHenn, iand iGriffiths'i(2019) iassertion ithat 

icitizens iacross iseveral icountries ihave ishied 

iaway ifrom idemocratic iinvolvement iin ithe inew 

imillennium. iYoung ipeople ihave itraditionally 

ishown iless ipolitical iengagement ithan ithe 

ioverall ipopulation. 

The imajor ifactors iaffecting ithe ipolitical 

iparticipation iof iyouths iinclude ithe iage ilimit 

ifor ipolitical ioffice iholders, ieducational 

iqualification iand iawareness, ipoverty, ipolitical 

iparticipation iprocesses, ithe irole iof imoney iin 

ipolitical iparticipation,i‘Godfatherism’ iand ipoor 

ileadership irecruitment iprocess, istructures iof 

ipolitical iparties,ireligion, iclass, iand icultural 

ibarriers iand imentorship iand icabal 

iendorsement. iThis ifinding iis iin iline iwith ithe 

iopinions iof iAdejoroi(2022), iwho ibelieves ithat 

ithe icommercialization iof ipolitics—which iis 

inow iseen ias ia ibusiness iwith ianticipated 

ireturns iand iis ino ilonger iprimarily iabout 

ipublic iservice—has ileft ithe ipolitical iselection 

iprocess iup ito ithe ipower imerchants, ior 

igodfathers, iwho ihave inear-total icontrol iover 

ithe imachinery iand iprocedures iof ipolitical 

iparties. 

It iwas ialso idiscovered ithat ithe ilevel iof 

ieducational iattainment iof iyouths iand iaccess ito 

itechnology iaffect itheir iparticipation iin ipolitics 

iin iNigeria. iThe istudy iconcludes ithat ieducation 

iand iawareness iplays ia ilevel iof iconsciousness 

iin ithe iyouths, ithereby igiving ithem igreater 

ichances iof imeaningful iengagement iand 

iparticipation iin ipolitical iprocesses iand 

igovernance. iTheir itendency ito iparticipate iin 

ipolitics ibecause ibecome imore iwith itheir 

iexposure ithrough iICT, isocial imedia iand 

iinformation iTechnology ito igreater iawareness 

iof ithe irequirements inecessary ito iparticipate iat 

ivarying idegrees. iAlso, ithe iharmful iuse iof 

iyouths ito icause idisruption iof ielectoral 

iprocesses ifor ipolitical igodfathers ican ithrive 

iwhen ithe iyouths iare iless ieducated ior ihave 

inothing ito ihope ifor ithe ifuture. iThis ifinding iis 

ialso iconsistent iwith ithe iviews iexpressed iin 

ithe iNational iYouth iPolicyi(2019), istating ithat 

iNigerian iyouth iare ifaced iwith ia imyriad iof 

ichallenges, iincluding ipoverty, imultidimensional 

idiscrimination, iunemployment, ibarriers ito 

ieducation, iand ilimited iopportunities ithat 

iconstitute ia ibane ito itheir ipolitical iparticipation 

iand iinclusion, ithus ileading ito ia ilower 

ipercentage iof iyouth ithat ihold ipolitical iand 

ileadership ipositions. 

The istudy ialso ifound ithat iethnic iand ireligious 

iaffiliations iaffect iyouths' iparticipation iin 

iPolitics iin iNigeria. iIt iwas idiscovered ithat ithe 

ireligion ior iethnic ibackground iof iyouths iand 

itheir ipolitical ileaders iand imentors ioften iaffect 

itheir ichoices iand ipatterns iof iparticipation. 

iThis isituation ihas iimpacted iover itime ithe 

ilevel iof igrowth iof iNigeria’s idemocracy. 

 iThis iis iwhy iOffiongi(2018) iargued ithat 

iNigerian iyouths’ iefforts iat ileadership iare ifutile 

ibecause ithey iare igenerally itoo idivided ialong 

iethnic ilines ito iclamor ifor inational iintegration. 

i iThe istudy ialso iobserved ithat ipolitical iparty 

istructures ifavor ielites iand idiscourage iyouth 

ipolitical iparticipation. iPolitical istructures iin 
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iparty iformations iplay ia ivital irole iin ipolitics 

iand ifurther iperpetuate ielite idominance ito ithe 

idetriment iof iyounger ipersons. i 

Youths iare idiscouraged ifrom iparticipating iin 

ipolitics ibecause ithey ido inot ihave ior ipossess 

ithe inetworking istrength iand icontrol iof ithe 

iparty imachinery, igiving ithe ielites iconsistent 

iinfluence iof iparty iformations iand iactivities. 

iAmong iother ichallenges iaffecting iyouths’ 

iparticipation iin ipolitics, ithe istudy idiscovered 

ithat ithe ilack iof iinclusion iby ipolitical iparties 

isignificantly iaffects itheir iparticipation. i 

Despite ithis iposition, ithe iyouths iremain ia 

irelevant igroup iin ithe ipolitical iprocess. iThe 

istudy idiscovered ithat imost irespondents 

ibelieved ithat iNigeria’s ineed ifor isound 

ileadership iand idemocracy icould iand iwould ibe 

iaddressed iwith ithe iinclusion iof iyouth 

iparticipation iin ipolitics. iParticipation iby iyouth 

iis icrucial isince ithey imake iup imostipopulation 

igroups iand iare iseen ias ithe ifuture idecision-

makers. iTherefore, ithey iare ione iof ithe 

ipopulation igroups ithat ieach igovernmental ibody 

imust iprioritize. 

Findings ifrom ithe istudy ialso iindicated ithat 

ithere iare iyouths iin ielective ipositions igoing iby 

ithe ihigher inumber iof iresponses ifrom ithe 

isurvey; ihowever, ithere iis ia itendency ithat ithe 

inumber iof iyouths iin ielective ipositions iis ivery 

ilow, ithe inumber iof irespondents iwho iare 

iunaware iof iyouths iin ielective ipositions. 

iHowever, iit iwas ifound ithat ibad ileadership iin 

iNigeria iis ifueled iby ithe iexclusion iof iyouths 

iin iher idemocratic isystem; ibecause iyouths iare 

iexcluded iin idemocracy, icorrupt ileaders 

icontinue ito ibe icomfortable, iand ilousy 

ileadership icontinues ito ithrive iunabated, iwhich 

iis iwhy ipolitical idevelopment iin iNigeria iis 

ihinged ion iyouth iparticipation iin ipolitics iwhich 

imakes iit ia ivery isignificant inecessity ifor 

iyouths ito iembrace ipolitics iand ibecome iactive 

iparticipants iwhich iwill iguarantee iprogression 

iof iNigeria’s idemocratic igrowth. 

The istudy ifound ifurther ithat ithe inot-too-young-

to-run ilaw ihas iimpacted ithe ipolitical 

idevelopments iin iNigeria. iSince ithe isigning iof 

ithe iNTYTR iAct, ithere ihas ibeen iimprovement 

iin iyouths icontesting ifor ielective ipositions, ibut 

inot ias isignificant ito imake imuch idifference. 

iThis iis ibecause ithe iNTYTR iAct ihas inot 

iresolved ithe iproblem iof iyouth iexclusion iin 

igovernance, ias imore istill ineeds ito ibe idone ito 

iimprove iyouth iinclusion iin igovernance iand 

ipolitics ibeyond ithe iNTYTR iAct. 

To iimprove ielections iin iNigeria, ithis istudy 

irevealed ithat iif ielectronic ivoting iis iintroduced 

iinto ithe ielection iprocess iin iNigeria, iit iwill 

iendear imore ipolitical iparticipationiof iyouths iin 

iNigeria’s ipolitical iprocess. iThis iis ibecause iof 

iyouths' ihigh ilevel iof iinclination ito imodern 

itechnologies, iincluding inew imedia. 

While iyouths ihave ibeen iobserved ias ibeing ithe 

idominant idemography iin ithe iNigerian ielectoral 

iprocess, iconstituting iover i50 ipercent iof 

iregistered ivoters iin ithe icountryi(YIAGA 

iAfrica, i2018) iand ibeing ihighly iinstrumental ito 

ipolitical ichange, ivarious ifactors ihave irestricted 

itheir ipolitical iparticipation iin ithe ipast idecades. 

Aside ifrom ibeing ia isizeable ivoting ibloc, ithey 

iare istill ilargely iprecluded ifrom iparticipating 

idirectly iin ithe idecision-making iprocesses ithat 

icome iwith ipolitical irepresentation iin ia 

idemocracy. iThey iare ithe ivoters iwhom ithe 

isystem iin iplace idoes inot iallow ito ibe ivoted 

ifor idue ito ivarious irestrictions ithey ihave 

iencountered ifrom ilegal iand ipolitical istructures. 

iIn iaddition, ithey iare iexcluded ias isignificant 

ibeneficiaries iof ipolitical idecision-making, ias 

itheir iconcerns iare inever ithe iprimary 

iconsiderations iof ithe ipolitical ielite iafter ibeing 

ivoted iinto ipower. 

The imarginalization iand ilimited ipolitical 

iparticipation iof ithe iNigerian iyouth iis ievident 

iin ithe ifact ithat isince ithe ireturn iof idemocracy 

ito ithe icountry iin i1999, ireferred ito ias ithe 

ibeginning iof ithe iFourth iRepublic, ithe icabinets 

iat ithe ifederal ilevel ihave inot ibeeni“youth-

friendly”. iMost iof ithe imembers iof ithe iFederal 

iExecutive iCouncils ihave ibeen iolder ipoliticians 

iwho ihave iserved iin igovernment iin ione iform 

ior ianother isince ithe i1970s. iThe iaverage iage 

iin ithe icabinets ihas ibeen i50, iwith iother 

imembers ibeing iin itheir i60s iand isome iin itheir 

i70s. iAlso, iit ihas ibeen inoted ithat ifrom i1999 

ito i2016, ino iMinister ifor iYouth ihas ibeen ia 

iyouthi(Amzat i& iAbdullahi, i2016). iIn ispite iof 

ihaving ia iNational iYouth iPolicy ithatilays iout ia 

ivery ibold ivision ifor iharnessing ithe ipotentials 

iof iyouths iand isignposts ihow ithe istrategy 

icould ibe ibuilt ifor iempowering ithe 

idemography ito imake ifar-reaching icontributions 

ito inational idevelopment, ino iconcrete irole ihas 

ibeen idesigned ifor iyouths ito iattain ipolitical 

ipower. 

A inumber iof ithe ikey ifactors ihindering ithe 

ipolitical iparticipation iof iyouths ihave iincluded 

ipoverty, iresulting ifrom ithe ifailure iof ithe istate 

ito iattend ito ithe iwelfare iof ithe ipeople, iwhich 

iis ithe iprimary ipurpose iof igovernment. iAs 
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isuch, ithe ilack iof iadequate isocial iprovisioning 

ifor ieducation, ihealth, iand idecent ihousing ihas 

idisadvantaged ithe iyouth ifrom ibeing 

ifundamentally idistracted iby iexistential iissues. 

iHowever, iwhen iprogrammes iand ischemes iare 

iput itogether ito itackle ipoverty, ithe ipersistence 

iof icorruption idetracts ithese iprogrammes ifrom 

iworking ioptimally iin iachieving itheir idesired 

iobjectives. iLinked ito ipoverty iis ithe 

iunfortunate isituation iof iyouth iunemployment, 

iseeing imany ilacking iaccess ito iopportunities 

ifor iproviding imeaningfully ifor ithemselves iand 

ithose iwho idepend ion ithem. iAs imuch ias 

imany iyouths iare inot itrained ienough ito ihave 

iskills ithat imake ithem iemployable, iothers iare 

iroutinely ioffloaded ifrom itertiary iinstitutions 

iinto inon-existent ilabor imarkets, iwhich iwere 

idestroyed iby ithe igovernment's ipoor ieconomic 

ipolicies. iThis ihas iserved ias ithe ibasis ifor 

imany iin ithe ipolitical ielite ito iconsider iyouths 

ias ionly ibeing isuitable ifor iroles ias ipolitical 

ienforcers, ipurveyors iof iviolence, iand iother 

inefarious ipurposesi(Amzat i& iAbdullahi, i2016). 

The iyoung ipeople iin iNigeria ilack ithe ifinancial 

imeans ito ipay ithe iexorbitant iexpenses 

iassociated iwith icontesting ifor iany iposition 

iduring inational ielections. iThe iAll-Progressive 

iCongress i(APC) irecently iset ithe iprice iof iits 

ipresidential inomination iform iat ione ihundred 

imillion iNairai(NGN100 imillion). iThis idecision 

iwas imade iin ilight iof ithe iinflated iexpenses 

iassociated iwith iconducting ia ipolitical 

icampaign iin iNigeria, iwhich ican ireach iup ito 

ione ibillion iNaira ifor ia imoderate icampaign. 

iObviously, ithis iis ithe ireason iwhy ielections 

iand irunning ifor ipublic ioffice iare iprimarily 

iseen ias ithe idomain iof ithe imore iaffluent iand 

iwell-connected, imany iof iwhom iare iolder 

ifolks. iRunning ifor ielections iin iNigeria iis inot 

icheap, inot iby ia ilong istretchi(Adejoro, i2022) 

Moreover, ithe icommercialization iof ipolitics, 

iwhich iis inow iregarded ias ia ibusiness iwith 

ianticipated ireturns iand ino ilonger iprimarily 

iabout ipublic iservice, ihas iput ithe ipolitical 

iselection iprocess iat ithe idiscretion iof 

imerchants iof ipower, ithe igodfathers, iwho 

iwield inear iabsolute icontrol iover ipolitical iparty 

imachinery iand iprocesses. iThis ihas ibeen ian 

ienduring irestriction, irequiring iaspirants ito itoe 

ithe iline iof iapproval iof ithese igodfathers ias ithe 

imain iroute ito iendorsement iand ipolitical 

iparticipation. iGodfatherism icontrols ithe 

ioutcome iof iour ipublic ielections, ithereby 

iundermining ithe ientire idemocratization iprocess. 

iAs ia iresult, iwe iare ifaced iwith iwhat ican ibe 

idescribed ias imoney-based ipolitics iand 

iadministration, ithereby iresulting iin iyoung 

ipeople ibeing iunable ito ichallenge ithis iorder iin 

iterms iof ihaving ilower ifinancial iresources iand 

ilower inetworking icapacities ito ichallenge ithe 

ibig iwigs iduring ielections. iAll ithese ihave 

iresulted iin ithe ivast ilooting iand iwastage iof 

ithe ifinancial iresources iof iNigeria iand 

iNigerians. i 

Youths iare ialso iprohibited ifrom iengaging iin 

ithe ipolitical iprocesses iof ithe ination idue ito 

ieligibility iconstraints. iA iportion iof ithe iyouth 

iin iNigeria ihad iseen ithis ias 

iessentiallyirestricting itheir iability ito irun ifor 

ipolitical ioffice idue ito itheir iage. iBefore ithe 

iamendment iof ithe iNigerian iconstitution iin 

i2018,and ithe ipassage iof ithe inot itoo iyoung ito 

irun iact iinto ilaw, i ithe iage irequirement ifor 

ithose ivying ifor ithe ioffice iof ithe iPresident 

iwas i40 iyears; ithat iof ithe igovernor iwas i40 

iyears; isenator, i40 iyears; imembership iof ithe 

ifederal iHouse iof iRepresentatives, i30 iyears; 

iand ithe istate iHouses iof iAssembly, i30 iyears. 

iThe icontention ihere iwas ithat iif ithe iyouths 

iconstituted ithe ilargest ivoting ibloc iin ithe 

icountry, iand ithat iaccording ito ithe 

iConstitution, ithe ivoting iage iis iput iat i18 

iyears, isignifying ienough imental icapacity iand 

imaturity ifor ithat idecision-making, iwhy ithen 

ishould ithe ieligibility iage ifor icontesting 

ipolitical ioffice ibe imuch idifferent, iappealing ito 

idifferent icriteria iand isignposting 

idiscrimination? iEssentially, ias ialready 

ireiterated, ithe iyouths ican ibe ia icreative iforce 

ichampioning iinnovation iin ipolitics iand 

igovernance iin isociety, ibut iwhen ithey iare 

ialienated ifrom ipolitics iand ithe idecision-making 

iprocess, ithey ican iequally ibe imade ito ilend 

itheir iskills iand ienergies ito iillicit iacts, isuch ias 

ielectoral ibrigandage iand iviolence i(YIAGA 

iAfrica, i2019a) i 

The ifindings ifrom ithis istudy iare iconsistent 

iwith ithe iviews iof iseveral iother iauthors. 

iAccording ito iTekindali(2017), iyouth ipolitical 

iparticipation ican ipositively iimpact ia isociety 

iand ieven ian iorganization. iAccording ito 

iCheckoway i& iSchusteri(2013), iyoung ipolitical 

iengagement iwill iprovide ithem ithe iknowledge 

ito ifully iexercise itheir ipolitical irights, iassist iin 

itheir idemocratization, iand ipermit iintegrated 

iinclusion. iArches iand iFlemingi(2016) ialso 

iopined ithat ipolitical iparticipation iwill igrant 

iyouth ithe iskills ito ibecome iactive icitizens iand 

icontribute imeaningfully ito igovernance iand 

idevelopment. iOf icourse, iwhen isocially 
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iincluded, iyouth ihave ithe ipotential ito ibring 

iabout ientrepreneurship, iinnovation, 

iandiadvancement, iwhich iis iparticularly ineeded 

iin ithe ipolitical isector i– ian iarea ithat ihas ibeen 

ineglected iby iyouth. 

The istudy iis ialso iconsistent iwith iand 

isupported iby ithe iempowerment itheory iused, 

iwhich iwas iadvanced iby iZimmermani(2000) 

iand iclaimed ithat iwhen ipeople iare igiven ithe 

ichance ito iparticipate iactively iin isociety, ithey 

ican ihave ia isignificant iimpact ion ithe iprocess 

iof idevelopment. iPolicies iand ieconomic 

ihardships ihave imarginalized iyouths iin iNigeria; 

iconsequently, iif igiven iemployment 

iopportunities iand ia ifavorable ibusiness iclimate, 

ithey ican iactively iengage iin ipolitics ibecause 

ithe icentral iissue iof ipoverty iwould ihave ibeen 

iresolved. 

 

5.2 The iChallenges iFaced iby iNigerian 

iYouths iin iPolitical iParticipation i 

The ifindings ishow ithat iyoung ipolitical 

iparticipation ivaries iand idifferentiates. iWhile 

isome iyoung ipeople iare iwilling iand iexcited ito 

iparticipate, iothers imay ilack ithe inecessary 

iassistance ior iinformation iabout ihow ito ijoin. 

iBasically, iyouth ibecome imore iaware iand 

iconscientious iwhen idecisions iaffecting ithem 

iare imade iwith itheir iinterests iin imind iand 

iwhen ithey iplan isocial iactions ion itheir iown. 

iYouth iengagement iwill ibroaden itheir 

iparticipation iexperience, igive ithem ithe 

iopportunity ito iexercise itheir ipolitical irights, 

iaid iin itheir idemocratization, iand ienable iactive 

iparticipation. 

However, ias ithe istudy's ifindings ishow, iyoung 

ipeople iin iNigeria istruggle iwith iissues ilike 

ipoverty, ihomelessness, iimpediments ito 

ieducation, ivarious iforms iof idiscrimination, iand 

ia ilack iof ijob ipossibilities. iThese ihave iacted 

ias iroadblocks ito ithe ibulk iof iNigerian 

iyoungsters' iphysical iand imental idevelopment, 

iturning ithem iinto isimpleipolitical ipawns iin ithe 

ihands iof ithe icountry's iruling iclass. iExamples 

iof iyouth iorganizations iwhose iinfluence ihas 

ibeen inegatively idiverted itoward ithe 

idevastation iof ithe icountry iinstead iof icreating 

iit iinclude ithe iNiger iDelta iMilitants, iBoko 

iHaram, iand iothers. 

Because iof itheir ipropensity ifor ithuggery, 

iviolence, iand isimilar ibehaviours—which iare 

ireportedly ifueled iby ipoverty, iunemployment, 

iand ithe iself-serving iintentions iof ithose iwho 

iexploit ithem—youths ihave itypically ibeen 

iadversely imobilized iby ithe ipolitical ielite. iIt iis 

ihighly icounterproductive ifor ipoliticians, ichiefs, 

iand ibusinesspeople ito iarm iyoung ipeople iwith 

ilethal iweapons iand ipay ithem ifor iintimidating 

ipeople. iNigeria's iyouth imust ibe iinspired ito 

iengage iconstructively iand iactively iin ipolitical 

iprocesses. iBuilding ithe irequired isocial 

istructures iand icreating ian ienvironment ithat 

isupports ithe idevelopment iof ieach iperson's 

iunique italents, ipersonality, iand igroup isurvival 

icould ibe iexamples iof isuch iencouragement. 

According ito ithe iNigerian iyouth ipolicy, 

i"youths" iare idefined ias ithose ibetween i18 iand 

i35 iyears iold. iThey iare ithe imost iactive iand 

iproductive isector iof isocietal idevelopment, 

iserving ias ithe isociety's igrowth iengine. iTheir 

icontributions ito imaintaining iNigeria's 

idemocracy iare icrucial. iYouths, ifrequently 

ireferred ito ias i"leaders iof itomorrow," imust 

imake isignificant icontributions ito ithe 

isustainability iof ithe ideveloping idemocracy 

isince iit iis inecessary ifor iit ito iserve ias ithe 

icornerstone ifor itomorrow's ifoundation. 

This icontribution, ithough, iought ito ibe 

iconstructive. iIt iis ia isad ifact ithat iNigeria's 

ipolitical iscene iis ione iof ia inegative inarrative 

isurrounding ithe irole iof ithe iyouth. iThis iresults 

ifrom ithe ipoliticians' ibad itreatment iof ithem, 

iincluding itheir inegative iuse ianditreatment ias 

itrash. iThe iargument iis ithat idemocracy ihasn't 

ihistorically iproduced iany ipositive iresults ifor 

iyoung ipeople; iinstead, ithey've ibeen iused ias 

ithugs ito iadvance ithe iinterests iof ithe ipolitical 

iestablishmenti(Abubakar, i2019). 

The ifuture iof iNigeria's idemocratic ievolution iis 

iensured iby iyouth iinvolvement iin ipolitics, 

iaccording ito ithis iconclusion. iYouths ishould 

iundoubtedly iplay imore isignificant iroles iin 

iNigeria's idemocratic igrowth ithan ijust 

iparticipating iin ielections; ithey ishould iengage 

iin ihonest iand iactive ipolitics. iAccording ito 

ithis iconcept, iyoung ipeople ishould ihave ia 

ivoice iin ithe i(free) iselection iof iindividuals 

iwho iwill irepresent ithem, iparticipate iactively 

iin ithe iformulation iand iexecution iof idecisions, 

iand iopenly iexpress itheir iopinionsi(e.g., 

ievaluate, iapplaud, ior icriticize) ion 

igovernmental iinitiatives. iDifferent idefinitions 

iof ipolitical iparticipation iinclude ithe iactive 

iengagement iof icitizens iin imatters iof ipolitical 

iconcern, isuch ias ithe iformulation iand 

iimplementation iof ipublic ipolicies, ivoting, 

irunning ifor ioffice, isupporting ia ipolitical iparty, 

iassisting iwith icommunity iprojects, iadvocating 

ifor igovernment iinitiatives, iorganizing iprotests, 

iand ieven iusing iviolence ito iair 
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igrievancesi(Oddih i& iEmeka, i2016; iGuaba, 

i2013). 

Young ipeople iengage iin ipolitics iin ia ivariety 

iof iways. iVoting iis ionly ione iaspect iof 

iengagement iin idemocracies. iThere iare iseveral 

isigns iof iyoung ipeople's isocietal iobligations. 

iThese icharacteristics iinclude ipolitical iprocess 

iknowledge iand icomprehension, icritical ithinking 

iskills, iinformation itechnology iproficiency, 

imedia iparticipation, iinterpersonal 

icommunication iabilities, iand iinvolvement iin 

ivolunteer iactivitiesi(Schusler i& iKrasny, i2018). 

iThe iinvolvement iof iyoung ipeople iis icrucial 

ifor idemocratic isocieties itoday.iIt iis ihighlighted 

ithat isocial iinclusion ipolicies icannot ibe 

isuccessful iunless ithey iensure iyouth 

iengagement, ias isocial iexclusion iand iyouth 

iparticipation iare ithought ito ibe itwo iopposed 

inotionsi(Edwards, i2018). i iThe iterm i"social 

iinclusion" irefers ito iassuring ithe iinvolvement 

iof ithose iwho ifind iit ichallenging ito iparticipate 

iin isocial ilife ifor imany ireasons, iincluding 

ipoverty, iilliteracy, ireligion, ilanguage, iand irace. 

iYoung ipeople iare ithus iincluded iamong ithe 

idisadvantaged igroups ithat isocial iinclusion 

iencompassesi(Zer, i2017). 

 

5.3 Youth iPolitical iParticipation iand 

iDemocratization iProcess iin iNigeria i 

The ilevel iof imonetization iof iNigerian ipolitics 

iwhere ionly ithe irich iparticipate iby ivying ifor 

ielective iposts iplaces ia ivery ihigh ihurdle ibefore 

ithe iNigerian iyouth ias ifar ias icontesting 

ipolitical iposts iin ithe icountry iis iconcerned. 

iWith ithe irate iof iunemployment iand ithe istate 

iof ithe iNigerian ieconomy, iwhere imany iyouths 

ihardly ifind ijobs iafter ischool, iit ibecomes ivery 

ihard ifor ithem ito ifit iinto ithe ipolitical iarena. 

iThe iresult iis ithat ibefore ithey icould iget 

ienough imoney ito iparticipate, ithey imust ihave 

igrown iout iof ithe iyouth iage ibracket. i 

Also, ithe iyouth iin iNigeria ihave ibeen 

ipsychologically iand isociologically itwisted iinto 

ibelieving ithat ileadership iin iNigeria iis inot 

imeant ifor ithem ibut ifor iadults. iThe iperception 

iand iaddress iof ithe iyouth iasi“leaders iof 

itomorrow” iis ithe icase iin iquestion ihere. iThis 

ihas imade ithe iyouth itotally idisengage ifrom 

iactive iparticipation iin ipolitics iat ithe 

igladiatorial ilevel. iAccording ito iKukahi(1999), 

i“youth ieverywhere iare ioccasionally ilullabied 

iby isuch iconcepts ias ileaders iof itomorrow, 

ireassures/owners iof ithe ifuture, ias ia imeans iof 

ifiring ithem ito ihigher idreams iand iidealism, 

ibut ihere iin iNigeria, icynicism ihas ibecome iso 

ideep ithat ithey iseem ito ihave ialso idisengaged 

ifrom ithe ination-state. iTalk iof ithe ineed ifor 

itheicultivation iof ikeen iinterest iin isuch iaspects 

iof inational ilife ilike ipolitics, icivics, 

igovernance, ileadership, iwhich ishould iserve ias 

ithe iforum ifor isome iform iof itraining ifor iour 

iyouth, ionly idraws ia iskeptical iyawn ifrom 

ithem”. iAccording ito iKakwagh iand 

iIkwubai(2010) ithe itraditional islogan iof i“youth 

iare ithe ifuture” ifails ito itake ito iaccount ithat 

iyouth iare ivery iactive icontributors ito itheir 

isocieties itoday. 

No ione iis iborn ia igood icitizen; ino ination iis 

iborn ia idemocracy. iRather, iboth iare iprocesses 

ithat icontinue ito ievolve iover ia ilifetime. iYoung 

ipeople imust ibe iincluded ifrom ibirth. iA isociety 

ithat icuts iitself ioff ifrom iits iyouth isevers iits 

ilifeline; iit iis icondemned ito ibleed ito ideath”. i 

Young iexclusion ifrom igovernance iand ipolicy 

iprocess iis ifundamentally ia ihuman irights 

iviolation iUNESCOi(2010) ihis iis ialso iin 

icongruence iwith ithe iliberal idemocratic 

iprinciple iof ihuman ifreedom iand ithe iright ito 

iparticipation. iAgain, ithe iWorld iYouth iReport, 

i2005 istates ithati“youth iinclusion istrengthens 

itheir icommitment ito iand iunderstanding iof 

ihuman irights iand idemocracy.” iThus, iwhen ithe 

iyouth iare iinvolved iand iallowed ithe ifreedom 

ito iexercise itheir irights, ithey iin iturn, iknowing 

ithat isuch iprinciple iexists iand iis 

iimplementable, iwill ialso ithread isuch ipart 

iwhen ithey irise ito ipositions iof iauthority. iBut 

iwhen ithis iis ineglected, isociety ishould iexpect 

ito iproduce iyouth iwho iis ino irespecter iof 

ihuman irights. 

Basically, ithe iolder ipoliticians ineglect ithe 

icontribution iof iyouth iin idecision imaking iand 

ination-buildingi(Agbaje i& iAdejumobi, i2006; 

iForbrig, i2005b; iO'Donoghue iet ial., i2002) ithis 

ican ihave iadverse ieffects ion ithe ipolity iin ithe 

ilong irun iif iadequate isteps iare inot itaken ito 

icorrect ithis iphenomenon. 

 

5.4 Forms iof iYouth ipolitical 

iParticipation iin iNigerian i 

There iare, itherefore, iprimarily itwo iways ifor 

iyoung ipeople ito iget iinvolved iin ior icontribute 

ito ithe ipolitical idevelopment iof itheir isociety. 

iIt ican ibe idone iin ilogical iorimorally ijust 

iways, isuch ias ivoting, icontesting, iand 

iexpressing ia icollective iopinion, ior iit ican ibe 

idone iin iother iways, iincluding ithrough 

inonviolent iprotests. iThe itype iand iorientation 

iof ithe ipolitical isystem iimpact ihow iand iin 

iwhat iways ipeople ichoose ito iengage iin 
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ipolitics. iThe iyouth ishould iopt ifor 

irational/conventional itactics, iwhich iare ithe 

imost ifavored ifor ithe icontinuation iof 

idemocracy iin iNigeria. 

According ito istudies ion iyouth iengagement, 

ipolitical iissues iare ithe imost isignificant iones 

iin idaily ilife; iyoung ipeople igive ieconomic, 

isocial, iand ieducational iissues iprecedence iover 

ipolitical ionesi(Aras, i2016). iAdditionally, ithere 

iare ithree itypes iof iparticipation: iindividual, 

icommunal, iand iofficiali(Pavlidis i& iBaker, 

i2020). 

It iis iasserted ithat ibusinesses ichoose itheir 

iorganizational istructures ito iinclude ichildren ias 

iwell. iThe iInternational iPlanned iParenthood 

iFederation i(IPPF), i2004: i13–15, ilists iseveral 

iobstacles ito iinvolvement, iincluding ipeople's 

idisapproving iattitudes itoward iyoung iwomen 

iparticipating, iorganizational ipolicies iand 

ibureaucracy, iand icultural ibeliefs irequiring 

iyoungsters ito ibe iquiet iand ipeaceful. 

Youth iinvolvement iin idecision-making ihas ithe 

ipower ito ichange ia iperson's, ia isociety's, ior ian 

iorganization's iculture. iAt ithis ipoint, 

iparticipation iculture istarts ito iemerge. iThe 

imost isignificant iinfluence ion iparticipation iis 

iinvolvement iculture, iwhich iis ialso ithe imost 

ichallenging ito ialter. iIn igeneral, iyouth 

iengagement ihappens iat ithe iintersection iof 

ipersonal, iorganizational, iand icultural ifactors. 

iChannels ifor iengagement iwill iincrease ito ithe 

iextent ithat ithese iqualities iallow iyouth 

iparticipationi(Ozer, i2017). 

It ishould ibe inoted ithat idifferent iyouth 

iparticipate iat idifferent ilevels. iWhile isome 

iyoung ipeople iare iwilling ito iparticipate, iothers 

imight inot ihave iaccess ito isupport ior imight 

inot ihave ithe inecessary iknowledge iof ihow ito 

ijoin. iBasically, iwhen idecisions iaffecting ithem 

iare imade iwith itheir iinvolvement, iand ithey 

iorganize isocial iactions ion itheir iown, iyouth 

iawareness iand igenuine iconsciousness idevelop. 

iEngagement iof iyouth iwill iincrease itheir ilevel 

iof iparticipation, iallowing ithem ito iexercise 

itheir ipolitical irights, icontribute ito 

idemocratization, iand iengage iin iactive 

iparticipation. iFor ithese ipositive itraits ito ibe 

ipracticed, iboth iadults iand ichildren ineed ito ibe 

iawarei(Checkoway i& iSchuster, i2013). 

It iis, itherefore, irecognized ithat iyouth imust 

ifirst iand iforemost ibe iinformed ito iensure 

iinvolvement. iIn iorder ifor iyoung ipeople ito ibe 

iimportant iand iinvolved icitizens, ithey imust 

iacquire iand iuse idecision-making iand 

iparticipation iskillsi(Arches i& iFleming, i2016). 

iThis istrengthens idemocracy. 

 

5.5 Gaps iand iContribution ito iKnowledge 

5.5.1 Gaps 

Limited iResearch ion iYouth iPolitical 

iParticipation iImpact: iThere iis ia ilack iof 

icomprehensive istudies ithat ispecifically ianalyze 

ithe idirect iimpact iof iyouth ipolitical 

iparticipation ion idemocracy iin iNigeria. iExisting 

iresearch ioften ifocuses ion igeneral itrends ior 

ibarriers ito iyouth iinvolvement irather ithan ithe 

ispecific ioutcomes iand ieffects iof itheir 

iengagement ion idemocratic iprocesses. 

Inadequate iUnderstanding iof iYouth 

iPerspectives: iResearch ioften ifails ito icapture 

ithe idiverse iperspectives, imotivations, iand 

ichallenges ifaced iby iNigerian iyouth iregarding 

ipolitical iparticipation. iA ideeper iexploration iof 

ithe iattitudes, ibeliefs, iand iaspirations iof iyoung 

ipeople itowards idemocracy iand igovernance iis 

iessential ito iinform itargeted iinterventions. 

Insufficient iEvaluation iof iPolicy iInterventions: 

iWhile iinitiatives ilike ithe iNot iToo iYoung ito 

iRun ibill ihave iaimed ito ienhance iyouth 

iinclusion iin ipolitics, ithere iis ia ilack iof 

irigorous ievaluation iof ithe ieffectiveness iof 

isuch ipolicies. iUnderstanding ithe 

iimplementation ichallenges, isuccesses, iand 

ishortcomings iof ithese iinterventions iis icrucial 

ifor irefining istrategies ito ipromote iyouth 

ipolitical iengagement. 

Limited iLongitudinal iStudies: iLong-term istudies 

itracking ithe ipolitical itrajectories iof iyouth 

iparticipants ifrom itheir iinitial iengagement ito 

isustained iinvolvement iare iscarce. iLongitudinal 

iresearch icould iprovide ivaluable iinsights iinto 

ithe ifactors ithat icontribute ito ithe icontinuity ior 

idiscontinuity iof iyouth iparticipation iin ipolitics 

iover itime. 

Neglect iof iIntersectional iAnalysis: iThere iis ia 

igap iin iresearch ithat iexamines ihow ifactors 

isuch ias igender, iethnicity, isocio-economic 

istatus, iand igeographic ilocation iintersect iwith 

iyouth ipolitical iparticipation iin iNigeria. iAn 

iintersectional iapproach iis icrucial ifor 

iunderstanding ithe iunique ichallenges ifaced iby 

idifferent igroups iof iyoung ipeople iin iaccessing 

iand iinfluencing ipolitical iprocesses. 

Scarcity iof iComparative iStudies: iComparative 

istudies ithat ibenchmark iNigeria's iyouth ipolitical 

iparticipation iagainst iother icountries ior iregions 

iare ilimited. iSuch icomparative ianalyses icould 

ioffer ivaluable ilessons iand ibest ipractices ifor 
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ienhancing iyouth iengagement iin idemocracy 

ibased ion isuccessful iexperiences ielsewhere. 

 

5.5.2 Contribution ito iKnowledge 

Theoretical iSynthesis iof iYouth iPolitical 

iParticipation: iBy isynthesizing itheoretical 

iperspectives ion iyouth ipolitical iparticipation iin 

iNigeria, ithis istudy icontributes ito ia ideeper 

iunderstanding iof ithe iunderlying idynamics iand 

ichallenges ithat ishape iyouth iengagement iin 

idemocratic iprocesses. iIt iprovides ia itheoretical 

iframework ifor ianalyzing ithe ieffects iof idirect 

idemocracy ion irepresentative iparticipation iand 

isheds ilight ion ithe icomplexities iof ipolitical 

iinvolvement iamong iNigerian iyouth 

Knowledge iand iSupport ifor iPolitical 

iRestructuring: iResearch iexploring iethnic iand 

ireligious idifferences iin iknowledge iand isupport 

ifor ipolitical irestructuring iamong iNigerian 

iyouth ioffers iinsights iinto ithe idiverse 

iperspectives iwithin ithis idemographic igroup. 

iThis istudy icontributes ito iunderstanding ithe 

ifactors iinfluencing iyouth iattitudes itowards 

ipoliticalireform iand igovernance istructures, 

ihighlighting ithe inuances ithat ishape itheir 

iengagement iwith ipolitical iprocesses 

Historical iAnalysis iof iYouth iPolitical 

iParticipation: iThe iexamination iof ithe ihistorical 

idevelopment, ilegality, itrends, idilemmas, iand 

iopportunities irelated ito iyouth iparticipation iin 

iNigerian ipolitics icontributes ivaluable iinsights 

iinto ithe ievolution iof iyouth iinvolvement iin 

igovernance. iBy itracing ithe ihistorical 

icontributions iof iNigerian iyouth ito ipolitical 

imovements iand iindependence, ithis iresearch 

icontextualizes icontemporary ichallenges iand 

iopportunities ifor iyouth iengagement iin 

idemocratic iprocesses 

Youth iAgenda ion iPolitical iParticipation: 

iInitiatives isuch ias ithe iNigerian iYouth iAgenda 

ion iPolitical iParticipation iplay ia icrucial irole iin 

ifostering iyouth iinvolvement iin igovernance. iBy 

ideveloping istrategies ito ienhance iyouth 

iparticipation, ithese iagendas icontribute ito 

ishaping imore iinclusive iand iparticipatory 

ipolitical ilandscapes iin iNigeria. iThey iprovide 

ipractical irecommendations ifor ipromoting iyouth 

iempowerment, iknowledge-building, iand iactive 

iinvolvement iin idecision-making iprocesses 

Empirical iEvidence ion iYouth iPolitical 

iParticipation: iStudies iexamining ithe 

irelationship ibetween iyouth ipolitical 

iparticipation, igood igovernance, iand isocial 

iinclusion iin iNigeria ioffer iempirical ievidence 

iof ithe ipositive icorrelation ibetween iyouth 

iengagement iand idemocratic igovernance. iBy 

ihighlighting ithe iimpact iof iyouth iinvolvement 

ion itransparency, iaccountability, iand 

idevelopment, ithese iresearch ifindings 

iunderscore ithe iimportance iof iintegrating iyoung 

ivoices iinto ipolitical idecision-making iprocesses 

ifor icreating imore iequitable iand iinclusive 

isocieties 

 

VI. SUMMARY, iCONCLUSIONS iAND 

iRECOMMENDATIONS 
6.1 Summary 

This istudy ion ipolitical iparticipation iof iyouth: 

iimpact ion idemocracy iin iNigeria i2015-2021 

iwas iconducted iwithin ia isix-chapter iresearch 

iprocess. iThis istudy iexamined iyouth ipolitical 

iparticipation iin idemocracy iin iNigeria. iIt iwas 

iachieved ithrough ithe icollection iof iprimary 

idata, iwhich iput iinto iconsideration ithe 

ichallenges iand iprospects iof iyouths’ 

iparticipation iin ipolitics iin iNigeria. iThe 

ibackground iknowledge ion ithe ilevel, ipattern, 

iand iobstacles ito iyouth iparticipation iin ipolitics 

iin iNigeria iwas ieffectively istated. i 

The isecondary idata ithrough ithe ireviews iof 

iextant iliterature iprovided iinsight iand idirection 

ion ithe istudy iand irevealed ithe igaps iin 

iliterature irequiring ithe icurrent istudy ito ibridge 

ithe igaps. iThe imethodology iof isurvey idesigns 

iwas iadopted ito ienable ithe iresearcher ito 

icollect iboth iqualitative iand iquantitative idata. 

iThe idata icollected ishowed iclearly ithat iyouth 

ipolitical iparticipation iis istill ihighly ilagging 

iand irequires imore iefforts ito iaddress ithe 

ichallenges, iincluding iimproving ion iefforts 

isuch ias ithei“Not iToo iYoung ito iRun” iAct. 

iThis iis ibecause iother ifactors, isuch ias ithe 

ifinancial icost iof irunning ielections, iparty 

istructures idisfavoring ithe iyouths, ietc., 

icontribute ito ilimiting iyouths’ iparticipation iin 

ipolitics iin iNigeria. 

 

6.3 Conclusions 

Although iyouths ihave ibeen inoted ias ithe 

idominant idemographic iin ithe iNigerian 

ielectoral iprocess, imaking iup imore ithan i50% 

iof ithe icountry's iregistered ivotersi(YIAGA 

iAfrica, i2018) iand ibeing iextremely iimportant 

ito ipolitical ichange, iseveral ifactors ihave 

ilimited itheir ipolitical iparticipation. iEven 

ithough ithey imake iup ia isizable ivoting ibloc, 

ithey iare inevertheless imainly iexcluded ifrom 

iparticipating iin ithe idecision-making iprocesses 

ithat icome iwith ipolitical irepresentation iin ia 

idemocracy. iThey iare ithe ivoters iwho ihave 
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ibeen isubjected ito iseveral ilimitations iby 

igovernmental iand ipolitical istructures, iwhich 

iprevent ithem ifrom iexercising itheir iright ito 

ivote iunder ithe icurrent isystem. iAdditionally, 

ibecause itheir iissues iare inever ithe itop 

ipriorities iof ithe ipolitical ielite ionce ithey itake 

ipower, ithey iare inot iincluded ias isubstantial 

ibenefactors iof ipolitical idecision-making. i 

Since ithe ireturn iof idemocracy ito ithe ination iin 

i1999, iknown ias ithe istart iof ithe iFourth 

iRepublic, ithe ifederal icabinets ihave inot ibeen 

i"youth-friendly," iwhich ispeaks ivolumes iabout 

ithe imarginalization iand irestricted ipolitical 

iengagement iof iNigerian iyouths. iMost iof ithe 

iFederal iExecutive iCouncil imembers iwere 

isenior icitizens iwho ihad iworked iin igovernment 

isince ithe i1970s iin isome icapacity. 

The iage iof ithe icabinets ihas ibeen i50 ion 

iaverage, iwith isome imembers ibeing iin itheir 

i70s. iEconomically idisadvantaged iNigerian 

iyoungsters icannot iafford ithe ioutrageous icost 

iof istanding ifor iany ioffice iduring ielections iin 

iNigeria. iThe iAll-Progressive iCongress i(APC) 

irecently iset ithe iprice iof itheir ipresidential 

inomination iform iat ione ihundred imillion 

iNairai(NGN100 imillion), iciting ithe iexorbitant 

iexpenses iof imounting ia ipolitical icampaigniin 

iNigeria, iwhere icosts ihave ibeen iestimated ito 

ireach ione ibillion iNaira ifor ia imodest 

icampaign. 

It ishould icome ias ino isurprise ithat ielections 

iand irunning ifor ipublic ioffice iare iusually 

iviewed ias ithe iexclusive idomain iof ithe imore 

iaffluent iand iwell-connected, ioften iolder, 

ipopulation. iElection icampaigning iin iNigeria iis 

inot iinexpensive iby iany imeansi(Adejoro, i2022) 

Furthermore, iin iNigeria's idemocracy, ithe 

i"godfathers," iwho ihave inear-total icontrol iover 

ithe imachinery iand iprocedures iof ipolitical 

iparties, idecide iwho iwill irun ifor ioffice. iThis 

itype iof iconstraint ihas ipersisted iover itime, 

inecessitating icandidates ito ifollow itheir 

igodfathers' ilead ito ireceive isupport iand 

iparticipate iin ipolitical iactivities. iGodfatherism 

icontrols ielections iin iNigeria, ithereby 

iundermining ithe ientire idemocratization iprocess. 

iAs ia iresult, iNigeria’s ipolitical iprocess iis inow 

imoney-based ipolitics iand iadministration, 

ithereby iresulting iin iyoung ipeople ibeing 

iunable ito ichallenge ithis iorder iin iterms iof 

ihaving ilower ifinancial iresources iand ilower 

inetworking icapacities ito ichallenge ithe ibig 

iwigs iduring ielections. 

 

 

6.4 Recommendations i 

Based ion ithe ifindings iand iconclusions, ithe 

ifollowing irecommendations iare iput iforward: 

1. Despite iwhat iappears ito ibe ian 

iimprovement iin iteenagers' iknowledge iof ithe 

iimportance iof ipolitical iinvolvement ito ithe 

isurvival iof idemocracy, ithanks ito ithei“not itoo 

iyoung…”imany iyouths istill ifind ithemselves 

iunable ito iparticipate ifully ieither iby ichoice ior 

isome imilitating ichallenges. iTherefore, ithe 

iresearcher isuggests ithat ithe igovernment iand 

iall iinvolved ishould imake iconscious iefforts 

iand ipolicy ichanges, ilike ithe i"not itoo iyoung 

ito irun," ito iensure ithat iyoungsters ihave ithe 

ichance iand ithe iconditions inecessary ito 

iparticipate iin ipolitical iand idemocratic 

iprocesses. iPolitical iparties imust inot ibe 

iallowed ito icross ithe iline ion ifinancial 

ispending iwhen iit icomes ito iyouth iseeking iany 

ipolitical iposition. iWe ialso irecommend ithat ithe 

igovernment iincrease iyouth iparticipation 

iawareness ifrom ithe igrassroots ilevel, iand iif 

ipossible, ipolitical ieducationi(youth 

iparticipation) ishould ibe iadded ito ithe ipre-

secondary ieducation icurriculum iand iabove. 

2. Political iparties ihave ionly imade 

iprovisions iencouraging iyouth ipolitical 

iparticipation, iespecially iin itheir imemorandum 

iof iassociation ibinding ithe iparty ifor ithe isake 

iof idocumentation; ibeyond ithat, ithe iparty ionly 

ifavors ithe irich iand iold iwith iso-called 

iantecedents ior iassumes ia icandidate ithat iwill 

ibe iof iinterest ito ithe iparty. i iThe istudy 

irecommends ithat ithe igovernment ishould imake 

iit ia iconstitutional iright. i 

a) The iminimum ior ia iset iprice ifor iany 

iyouth iseeking ito iobtain ia inomination iform ifor 

ia ipolitical iposition ifrom iany ipolitical iparty iin 

iNigeria, i 

b) Political iparties imust iincrease ithe 

icurrent ipercentage iallocated ito iyouths iand isee 

ito iit ithat ithe isame iis ifilled iup iduring 

ipoliticking. i 

c) Ensuring ithat ipolitical iparties iconduct 

ipolitical iprocesses isuch ias iprimaries ifree iof 

iany icost ifor iyouth iseeking ipolitical 

iengagement. 

d) Parties imust ibe imade ito ipublicly 

ideclare ifunds iset iaside ias icushions ifor 

iaspiring iyouths iin ithe idemocratic iprocesses. 

3. The iage ireduction ibill iby ithe 

igovernment iraised ipolitical iconsciousness 

iamong iyouths. iHowever, imore iought ito ibe 

idone ito iencourage icitizen iof ithat iage ibracket 

isince ithey iseem inot iready ior iconvinced iof 
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ithe iprocesses ithat ibring iabout itheir 

irepresentatives. iWe iare irecommending, ias ia 

imatter iof ifact, ithat ithe igovernment ishould 

ilook iinto imaking ia ibill ifor ithe iemancipation 

iof iyouths iat ithe iage iof i18 ifrom itheir iparents. 

iThis iis ibecause ithe iAfrican iapproach ito 

iparenting iand iattachment ihas imade iit idifficult 

ifor isome icitizens ito iactivate itheir imaturity 

imentality iat ithe iright iage, iwhich iis iexpected 

ito ibe iproductive iin ithe ipolitical ieuphoria. 

iAlso, ithe igovernment ishould ilook ibeyond iage 

ireduction iand, irather ithan iallocate ia icertain 

ipercentage iof ipolitical iparticipation ito ithe 

iyouths, imust iconsciously iensure isuch ipositions 

iare icontested ifor iand ioccupied ifor 

iadministrative ipurposes. i 

4. The iintroduction iof ielectronic ivoting 

iwas ithe ibest ithing ithat ihas iever ihappened ito 

iNigeria's ipolitical iprocess iin ia ilong iwhile. 

iThis iis ibecause ian iaverage i21
st
-century iyoung 

iperson ispends iover i80 ipercent iof ihis/her idaily 

i24 ihours ion ian ielectronic. iThis isingle iaction 

imakes ithem iexceptionally igood iat iit; 

itherefore, iif ithe igovernment isincerely iand 

ihonestly iimplements ithe itotal iusage iof 

ielectronic ivoting isuch ithat ian ielectorate ican 

ivote ifrom ithe icomfort iof itheir ihomes, ithe 

ilack iof iyouth ipolitical iparticipation iwill ibe ia 

ithing iof ithe ipast. iWe ihence irecommend ithat. 

a. The igovernment ishould iinvest ithe iright 

iamount iinto iachieving ian ielectronic ivoting 

isystem iin iNigeria, iand iit imust ibe idone iwith 

iall isincerity iof ipurpose iwithout iselfish iinterest, 

ias ithe icase imostly iin ithis ipart iof ithe iworld 

iwhere iall ipoliticians ihave ido-or-die iattitudes. i 

b. The igovernment ishould iattract ithe 

iyouth iinto ipolitical iparticipation ithrough ithe 

ifull iimplementation iof ielectronic iprocesses iin 

iour ivoting. iThis ican ibe iachieved iby igetting 

ithe iyouth ito iparticipate iby ivoting 

ielectronically ior iby igetting ithem ito ioperate 

ipolitical ielectronic iequipment ifor ithe isuccess 

iof ian ielection. i 

5. Finance ihas iremained ithe isignificant 

ichallenge ifor iyouth ipolitical iinclusiveness iin 

iNigeria. iThe iclutches ito ipower iand ithe 

icontinuous idesire ito istay ias isuch iby ithe 

icurrent iruling iclass ihave iled ito itheir 

iaccumulation iof iwealth iand isubsequent 

ispending iduring icampaigns iand ipoliticking. 

iUnfortunately, ithe iyouths iare iyet ito ibe 

iexposed ito isuch ihuge isums ias idemanded iby 

ipolitical iparties. iFor iexample, ithe icurrent 

iruling iparties idemanded i100 imillion ifor ithe 

ipresidential iticket, ieven ithough ithey iwere 

iready ito igo ias ilow ias ihalf iof ithe iasking 

iprice ifor iany iyouth. iHowever, isuch iis istill ia 

istiff iprice ifor ian iaverage iNigerian iyouth iwith 

ipolitical iinterest iand ileadership iqualities. iThe 

istudy irecommends ithat ithe igovernment ishould, 

ias ia imatter iof iurgency, imake ilaws ito 

ieradicate imoney ifrom ithe ipolitical isystem 

isince iit ihas ibecome ia imeans ito ian iend. 

iCandidates iemerge inot iinterested iin iserving 

ithe imasses ibut irather iin ilooting ifrom ithe 

inational icake. 

6. The iinvolvement iof iyouth iin ipolitics 

ishould igo ibeyond ithe iperiphery ithat iis, ivoting 

ionly iand iserving ias ipolitical ithugs. 

7. The igovernment ishould ialso 

icontinuously igive isubversions ito iyouth ibodies 

iespecially inational iones ilike ithe iNational 

iYouth iCouncil iso ithat ithey ican icarry iout 

idevelopment iand icapacitybuilding iprograms ifor 

iits imembers. iIt iwill ialso ireduce ithe 

ivulnerabilityiof ithe iyouth iand itheir ileaders iand 

idiscourage ithem ifrom ibeing ieasily ibought 

iover iby ipoliticians. 
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APPENDIX iI 

INTERVIEW iQUESTIONS. 

The ifollowing iinterview iquestions ishould iguide 

ithis iinvestigation ito iunderstand ithe ichallenges 

iand iobstacles ito ithe ipolitical iparticipation iof 

iyouths iin iNigerian idemocracy. 

1. Good iday; iplease ikindly iintroduce 

iyourself. 

2. Could ithe iparticipation iof iyouths iin 

iour idemocracy ibe iseen ias ia istrength ior ia 

iweakness? 

3. Is ithere ia irelationship ibetween 

ieducational iattainment iand ipolitical 

iparticipation iin i Nigeria? 

4. Could iilliteracy ibe isaid ito iaffect 

iyouths’ ipolitical iparticipation iin iNigeria? 

5. What irole idoes ifinance iplay iin iyouths’ 

iparticipation iin iour idemocracy? i 

6. Can ia iyouth iwithout isponsorship iand 

ifinancial iability iparticipate iin idemocracy iin i

 Nigeria? 

7. Does ithe icharacter iand idisposition iof 

iyouths iaffect itheir iparticipation iin ipolitics? 

8. What iprocess icould iencourage imore 

iyouth iparticipation iin ipolitics iafter ithe ipassage 

iof ithe i NOT iTOO iYOUNG iTO iRUN iACT? 

9. What iimpacts ihave iyouth iagitation 

igroups ilike i#ENDSARS icontributed ito 

ienhancing i our i democracy. 

10. Do iyou ithink ipolitical iparties ipromote 

iyouth iinclusiveness iin ielective ipositions, iand 

ihow? 

11. What iare ithe ichallenges ito iyouths' 

iparticipation iin ielective ipositions iin iNigeria? i 

12.  iDo iyou ithink itraditional iand ireligious 

ibeliefs iaffect iyouths' iparticipation? 

13. What iis iyour iopinion ion ithe ipossible 

iintroduction iof ian ielectronic ivoting isystem? 

iCould ithis iendear imore iyouths ito ipolitical 

iparticipation? 

 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i 

 

APPENDIX iII 

FGD iQUESTIONS iWITH iANSWERS 
The ifollowing iinterview iquestions ishould iguide 

ithis iinvestigation ito iunderstand ithe ichallenges 

iand iobstacles ito ithe ipolitical iparticipation iof 

iyouths iin iNigerian idemocracy. 

1. Good iday; iplease ikindly iintroduce 

iyourself. 

I iam ia ifamily iman iliving iin iAbuja, iand iI iwill 

ilike ito ibe ianonymous. 

2. Could ithe iparticipation iof iyouths iin 

iour idemocracy ibe iseen ias ia istrength ior ia 

iweakness? 

https://yipa.org/
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/342898118
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/342898118
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The iactive iparticipation iinclusion iof iany 

ilegitimate igroup ieligible ito ivote iin iour 

idemocracy iis ia istrength, iso iyes, iI ido iconsider 

ithe iparticipation iof iyouths iin iour idemocracy 

ias ia istrength. 

3. Is ithere ia irelationship ibetween 

ieducational iattainment iand ipolitical 

iparticipation iin i Nigeria? i 

It iis idifficult ito isay, ibut iI ithink ito isome 

iextent, iyes. iSome iargue ithat ithe ibest ibrains 

iare inot iactively iinvolved iin irunning ifor 

ielective ioffice ibecause iof ithe ivaried iissues iin 

iour ielectoral isystem ilike irigging, ivote ibuying, 

iand ilack iof iinternal idemocracy iwithin ipolitical 

iparties; iothers isay ikey ipositions ior ipolitical 

iappointmentsi(e.g., iCBN iGovernor) irequire 

itechnocrats iand iso ieducation ito isome iextent iis 

inecessary ito iperform iwell iand ideliver ion ithe 

iquality iof igovernance. iHowever ibasic 

ieducation iis inecessary. 

4. Could iilliteracy ibe isaid ito iaffect 

iyouths’ ipolitical iparticipation iin iNigeria? 

I ithink iit idoes. iIlliteracy ilimits itheir ilevel iof 

iparticipation. iIt ilimits itheir ilevel iof 

iorganization iand ipolitical istrategy. iIt ilimits 

ihow iself-empowered ithey iare ito iresist iselling 

itheir ivotes iand ivote itheir iconscience, iand iit 

ilimits itheir ibelief iin iwhat ithey ican iaspire ito 

ibe. 

5. What irole idoes ifinance iplay iin iyouths’ 

iparticipation iin iour idemocracy? i 

It iplays ia ibig irole. iAs iwe irecently 

iexperienced ithe isale iof iforms ifor idifferent 

ielective ipositions. iThe iprice ito ipurchase ithese 

iforms ihas iautomatically icut ioff isome iaspirants 

ifrom iparticipating ior irunning ifor icertain 

ipositions. iAlso, isometimes, iit ilimits ithem ito 

ijust ibeing ifollowers iand inot iattaining ipositions 

iof ipower iand iinfluence ito imake ian iimpact iin 

isociety. iThey ihave ito irely ion ithe ihope ithat ia 

ileader iemerges iwho itakes ithe iyouth iseriously 

iand iacknowledges ithe irole iof iyouths iin ithe 

idevelopment iof inations ithrough, ifor iexample, 

iinnovation iand itechnology. 

6. Can ia iyouth iwithout isponsorship iand 

ifinancial iability iparticipate iin idemocracy iin i

 Nigeria? 

I ithink ithey ican ibecause ithey ihave ithe 

inumbers, iand ipolitics iis iabout inumbers. iThe 

ikey ifor iyouths ito imake ian iimpactful 

iparticipation iin idemocracy iis ito ihave ithe 

iwillpower iand ithe ifocus ito iorganize itheir 

igroup iand ipush itheir iagenda. iOrganizing 

ithemselves iinto ia ihomogenous igroup iwith 

iconsensus isolves ithe iother iissues iof 

isponsorship iand ifinance ibecause iof itheir 

inumbers. iThey ican ipull ifunds ior icrowdfund 

iwith itheir inumbers. 

7. Does ithe icharacter iand idisposition iof 

iyouths iaffect itheir iparticipation iin ipolitics? 

There ihave ibeen icriticisms iof iyouths' ilack iof 

iparticipation iin iactual ivoting icompared ito 

itheir iactual inumbers. iThey iseem imore 

iinterested iin iventing itheir ifrustrations ion 

isocial imedia ithan iorganizing ithemselves iand 

ivoting ito idetermine itheir ileaders. i iI ialso ithink 

iyouths ican ibe ieasily iswayed iand idivided. 

iPutting ithe iinterest iof iall ibefore ithe iself iis ia 

icharacter ithat ineeds ito ibe ibuilt. 

8. What iprocess icould iencourage imore 

iyouth ipolitical iparticipation iafter ithe ipassage 

iof ithe iNOT iTOO iYOUNG iTO iRUN iACT? 

I ithink ithe ielectoral iprocess ineeds ito ibe 

isanitized. 

Electronic ivoting iwould ihelp ia igreat ideal. 

Electronic itransfer iof ilive iresults. 

Regulating ithe iprice iof iexpression iof iinterest 

iforms ifor idifferent ielective ipositions. 

9. What iimpacts ihave iyouth iagitation 

igroups ilike i#ENDSARS icontributed ito 

ienhancing iour i democracy. 

It ihas ihelped ireduce ipolice ibrutality iand 

iimpunity iand iled ito iwider ipolice ireform. 

It ihas ialso ishown ithat iwhen ithey icome 

itogether iand iorganize ithemselves, ithey ican 

imake ia imeaningful iimpact ion ithe ination. i 

10. Do iyou ithink ipolitical iparties ipromote 

iyouth iinclusiveness iin ielective ipositions, iand 

ihow? 

No, iI idon’t ithink ipolitical iparties iare idoing 

ienough iwith iregard ito ielective ipositions. iEven 

ithe ipositions iof iYouth iLeader iare iusually inot 

ioccupied iby iyouths ior iyoung ipeople. i 

11. What iare ithe ichallenges ito iyouths' 

iparticipation iin ielective ipositions iin iNigeria? i 

The iElderly iParty iLeaders iare inot iready ito 

ihand iover ipower ito ithe iyouths iregarding 

ielective ipositions. 

Financial iconstraints ito ibe iable ito irun ifor 

ielective ioffice iare ialso ian iissue. 

12.  iDo iyou ithink itraditional iand ireligious 

ibeliefs iaffect iyouths' iparticipation? 

Beliefs ilike ipolitics iare ia idirty igame iand ithat 

ino ione iparticipates iin iit iand iremains iclean 

iare isome iof ithe ibeliefs ithat ilimit iyouth 

iparticipation. 

13. What iis iyour iopinion ion ithe ipossible 

iintroduction iof ian ielectronic ivoting isystem? 

iCould ithis iendear imore iyouths ito ipolitical 

iparticipation? 
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I ithink iit iis ia istep iin ithe iright idirection. iThe 

ibeginning iof iseveral ireforms iyouths iwant ito 

isee ito iminimize irigging iin ithe ielectoral 

isystem iand igive iconfidence ito ithe iprocess. iIn 

imy iresponse ito iquestion i8, iyou iwill isee ithat 

iI ithink iit iwill iaid ipolitical iparticipation. 

iHopefully, iwe iwill iget ito ithe istage iwhere iwe 

ican iall ivote ifrom iour iphones iin iour ihomes. 

iYes, ielectronic ivoting iwill iendear iyouths ito 

ipolitical iparticipation. 
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Figure i2: iPresident iBuhari iin iMay isigned ithe ibill ireducing ithe iage ilimit ito iseek ipolitical ioffice 


