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INTRODUCTION
The conduct of free, fair, and credible elections is key to the practice of democracy. However,
elections in Nigeria since independence and most evidently since after the return to democratic
rule in May 1999, have been marred by diverse security and administrative challenges such as
political assassination, voter intimidation, ballot box snatching, rigging, thuggery, and falsification
of results, among others, resulting in contested or discredited outcomes.1 Following several court
rulings that cancelled or decided the outcome of such flawed elections, Nigeria is now associated
with off-cycle elections that hold outside the normal national electoral cycle.2 Governorship
elections in six states — Anambra, Bayelsa, Edo, Ekiti, Kogi, and Osun — belong to the off-cycle
mode.
On 6 November 2021, voters in Anambra State will head to the polls to elect a governor in its offcycle governorship election. The socio-political environment of the State is already flooded with
tension, restiveness and insecurity ahead of the election. The political atmosphere in the state is
increasingly being charged by the constellation of power struggles and manoeuvres by politicians.
For instance, intraparty grievances arising from instances where some political parties held
parallel governorship primaries have led to a plethora of court litigations. Almost all the major
political parties in Anambra State — the All Progressives Congress (APC), All Progressives
Grand Alliance (APGA) and the Peoples Democratic Party (PDP) — are experiencing one form of
intra-party crisis or the other arising partly from flawed selection process for their governorship
candidates.3
The immediate consequence has been torrent of judicial pronouncements on several pre-and postgovernorship primary ligations in the build up to the November poll.4 For example, an Owerri
High Court on August 19, 2021 declared Chukwuma Umeoji as the authentic candidate of APGA
for November 6 election. But barely a week after, the Independent National Electoral Commission
(INEC) reinstated Prof. Chukwuma Soludo as the candidate of APGA following an appeal court
order. Meanwhile, the challenge of conflicting judgements from both state High Courts and the
Federal High Courts has equally afflicted other political parties like PDP. The INEC has raised
alarm that cases of conflicting judgements by courts of co-ordinate jurisdiction and the issue of
multiple claimants to parties’ tickets pose a serious threat to its preparations for the governorship
election.5
The uncertainties surrounding authentic party flagbearers or frontrunners may account for the
reason none of the 18 political parties vying in the November 6 governorship election has
officially launched any serious campaigns, despite the timetable of the November polls permitting
such activity to commence from August 8. This may also account for the reason why INEC has set
October as the date to publish the final list of candidates.6The State has also witnessed defections
by politicians, especially from APGA and PDP to APC. In August 2021, for example, six state
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lawmakers from APGA and two PDP Senators, Stella Oduah and Joy Emordi, defected to APC.7
Such political alignment and realignment are already heightening uncertainty in the state.
Growing insecurity in the South East region in general, and Anambra state in particular, adds to
the challenging environment. Lingering separatist agitation by the Indigenous People of Biafra
(IPOB) is already a factor of serious security concern as the election draws nearer. The IPOB has
opposed the conduct of elections in the South East zone in the past, and there is fear that the group
may work towards the realization of its earlier pronouncement that elections would not hold in
Biafraland, starting from the Anambra election.8 Observance of the Monday sit-at-home imposed
by the IPOB in protest of continued detention of their leader, Nnamdi Kanu, by the Federal
Government, is already stifling socio-economic and political activities in the region.
Recent incidents of attacks on security formations by unknown gunmen, rising cases of
kidnapping and spate of assassination in the State add to the growing list of security challenges in
the state with the potential to disrupt the November election. On 28 September, for instance, Dr
Chike Akunyili, husband of late former Director General of National Agency for Food and Drug
Administration and Control (NAFDAC) and Minister for Information, Prof Dora Akunyili, was
killed by gunmen at Nkpor, Anambra State.9The invasion of Ajalli Police Station which resulted
in the death of a policeman and civilians on 28 September, was followed closely with the setting
ablaze of the offices of the Directorate of State Service (DSS) and Federal Road Safety Corps
(FRSC) in Nnewi, as well as home of a Lagos-based chieftain of the APC, Mr. Joe Igbokwe who
is based in Lagos, on 3 October.10 The state government has alleged that the spate of attacks,
assassination and kidnappings in the state were politically motivated.
Consequently, recent developments in the state have become a source of major concern to many
stakeholders and observers within and outside the state. It is against this backdrop that the CLEEN
Foundation embarked on an assessment of elections security threat to the November 2021
governorship election in Anambra State. The specific objectives of the assessment are to examine
real and potential election security threats in the state; identify actors that constitute threats to
peaceful election in the state; and proffer actionable recommendations to mitigate identified
threats or potential risk factors. This report, therefore, outlines the outcome of the survey,
highlighting its key findings and proffering actionable recommendations.

A PROFILE OF ANAMBRA STATE
Located in the South East geo-political zone of Nigeria, Anambra State boasts of considerable
cultural, geo-strategic, economic and political significance to the Igbo ethnic nationality, and
indeed, the Nigerian state. Anambra possesses a history that stretches back to the 9th century AD,
as revealed by archaeological excavations at Igbo-Ukwu and Ezira. The origin of the state's name
is derived from the Anambra River (Omambala) which is a tributary of the River Niger. Old
Anambra State was created in 1976 from part of East Central State, and its capital was Enugu. A
further re-organisation in 1991 divided Anambra into two states, Anambra and Enugu.
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Anambra state consist of twenty-one (21) Local Government Areas (LGAs), namely: Aguata,
Anambra East, Anambra West, Anaocha, Awka North, Awka South, Ayamelum, Dunukofia,
Ekwusigo, Idemili North, Idemili south, Ihiala, Njikoka, Nnewi North, Nnewi South, Ogbaru,
Onitsha North, Onitsha South, Orumba North, Orumba South, Oyi. The capital of Anambra is
Awka. The capital and seat of government is Awka. The 21 LGAs are headed by Local
Government Chairmen who are the Chief Executive Officers of the LGAs. Although these
Chairmen are supposed to emerge through local government elections conducted by the State
Independent Electoral Commission (SIEC), the positions are currently being administer by
Caretaker Chairmen appointed by the incumbent governor after the expiration of the 3-year tenure
of the last Chairmen elected in 2014. In addition, the government of Anambra state recognizes the
powers of elected community executives headed by President Generals (PGs) as traditional system
of governance.
The state is bounded by Delta and Edo States to the west, Imo and Rivers States to the south,
Enugu State to the east and Kogi State to the north (Figure 1). During the 2006 National
Population Census (NPC) Anambra state was reported to have a total population of 4, 182, 032,
comprising 2,007,391 males and 2,174,641 females. It is the eighth most populated state in the
Federal Republic of Nigeria, and the second most densely populated state in Nigeria after Lagos
State. With an annual population growth rate of 2.21% per annum, Anambra State has over 60%
of its people living in urban areas making it one of the most urbanized places in Nigeria. This has
posed other serious problems from undue pressure on the state's resources, fragile infrastructure,
environmental sanitation and social services, among others. This pressure is especially evident in
its huge commercial nerve centre of Onitsha. The major commercial and industrial centres of
Anambra state are Onitsha, Nnewi, Ekwulobia and Awka. Awka and Onitsha developed as precolonial urban centres with Awka as the craft industrial centre of the Nri hegemony; and Onitsha
the city state on the Niger and a river port and commercial centre.
Figure 1:Map of Nigeria highlighting Anambra States

Source: Author’s illustration
Anambra is rich in natural gas, crude oil, bauxite, ceramics and almost 100 percent arable soil.
Most of its natural resources remain largely untapped. The people are very industrious, and most
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of the industrial base of the state is private sector driven, spanning from agro-allied, automobile
and manufacturing situated mostly in the Nnewi industrial belt. Onitsha market is reputed to be the
biggest in West Africa.
Anambra’s political history can be described as varied and up until recent history, troubled.11 It is
a state with a long list of “firsts” in Nigeria history that dubbed the sobriquet “The Light of The
Nation”. Its recent democratic history has evolved with the return to democrtic rule in May 1999.
On May 29, 1999, Chinwoke Mbadinuju was sworn in as civilian governor of Anambra state, after
many years of military rule. His administration was marred by several political and governance
crisis. The most notable was the ten-months strike by teachers in all the government secondary
schools over non-payment of their salary which was withheld for a long time. Many people
attribute Mbadinuju’s failure to political godfathers a debacle that also trailed his successor. On
May 26, 2003, Chris Ngige was sworn in as the new governor of the state, but he was removed in
March 2006 when Peter Obi of All Progressives Grand Alliance (APGA) dragged him to court on
charges of electoral malpractice. The Court of Appeal in Enugu asserted that his election victory
in 2003 was fraudulent and ordered him to leave the seat.
Peter Obi was in turn ousted by a faction of the Anambra State House of Assembly on November
2, 2006 and replaced by Virginia Etiaba, his deputy. On February 9, 2007 Mrs. Etiaba handed
power back to Obi after the Court of Appeal had nullified Obi’s removal. On April 14, 2007,
Andy Uba of PDP was “elected” the new governor of the state and was sworn in as the new
governor on May 29, 2007. The election was reported to be massively rigged. On June 14, 2007
the Supreme Court of Nigeria removed Andy Uba from office and replaced him with his
predecessor Peter Obi, on the ground that Peter Obi’s tenure had not ended, therefore there was no
vacancy in the governorship. Peter Obi was re-elected governor for a second term of four years on
February 6, 2010, in an election that he contested with Chris Ngige, a former governor of the state;
Prof. Charles Soludo, a former governor of the Central Bank of Nigeria and Andy Uba who was a
strong voice in the state’s politics. Peter Obi was named the winner of the election, with more than
30% votes above the immediate runner-up.
The incumbent Governor, Willie Obiano, won the November 16, 2013 election and was sworn in
on March, 17, 2014 after the expiration of the second tenure of Mr Obi. Mr Obiano was re-elected
in 2018 for another four years which ends on March 17, 2022. This provides the context for the
November 6 governorship election. Even though as many as 18 candidates (See Appendix 1) are
contesting the governorship election, the five major contestants are Prof. Charles Soludo of the
APGA; Mr Valentine Ozigbo of PDP; Sen. Andy Ubah of the APC; Senator Ifeanyi Uba of the
Young Progressive Party (YPP); and Dr. Godwin Maduka as the candidate of the Accord Party
(AP). According to the INEC, Anambra state has 2.5 million voters as at January 2019. 12

METHODOLOGY AND DEMOGRAPHICS OF RESPONDENTS
A total of 1514 respondents who were 18 years and above completed the survey, comprising two
categories of participants: the general public (1067) and expert public (447). The general public is
respondents who may not have vast, technical knowledge of the subject matter. Specifically, this
group includes artisans, civil servants, youths, and businesspeople, among others. The expert
public is the people who primarily have deep, and extensive understanding of elections and the
electioneering process in the state. Breakdown of the expert public respondents is detailed in
Figure 1 of Appendix 2.
11

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Anambra_State
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12
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The state-wide survey was conducted by 56 enumerators who were selected through a competitive
process, and trained by the CLEEN Foundation on 2 September 2021. The survey was based
strictly on the Electoral Institute Election Violence Mitigation Tool (EVMT). The survey
administration was conducted from 3- 10 September 2021, through face-to-face interviews using
CLEEN MobileApp – a customised App designed for data collection, monitoring, and preliminary
analysis. The Application was installed on the mobile phones and tablets of the trained
enumerators, enabling them to input the responses instantaneously. Enumerators conducted the
interviews mainly in the English Language but sparingly complemented with the Igbo Language
to facilitate comprehension for the rural residents.
Using stratified random sampling technique, geographicquotas were assigned to ensure the
selection of a representative sample proportionately covering all local government areas (LGAs)
in the state. With the aid of a geographic information system, the CLEEN Foundation monitored
in real-time the movement and location of Enumerators on the field. In addition, a common
WhatsApp group was created to serve as a real-time clearinghouse for raising and addressing
concerns or challenges encountered in the field. In view of the foregoing, the CLEEN Foundation
is confident of the validity of data generated and utilised for the analysis.

Demographics of Survey Respondents13
In terms of the demographics of the respondents, data in Figure 2 show there was near gender
balance in the distribution of respondents in the general public category, comprising male (51%)
and female (49%) respondents.This varied considerably with distribution of respondents in the
expert public category, comprising male (63%) and female (37%) respondents (see Figure 2 of
Appendix 2).
Figure 2 Gender of general public respondents

More than half of the respondents are youth with some 17% of them being young people between
18 and 27 years (see Figure 3). While those between 28 and 37 years accounted for 25% and those
between 38 and 47 years constituted 29%. Those between 48 and 57 years were 20% and those
between 58 years and above were 9%. The demographic reflects the preponderance of youth in the
state.

13

Charts and tables used in this report are from the general public survey. However, this report also makes references
to the opinions of the expert public. Appendix 2 contains the charts and tables for the expert public.
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Figure 3: Age distribution of general public respondents

Responses in the Figure 4 show that 93% of those surveyed indicated that their religion is
Christianity, while 6% claimed that their religion is Islam. Only a marginal 1% of the respondents
stated that they are traditionalist. This finding is consistent with well-known fact that the people of
theSouth-eastern states of Nigeria are predominantly Christians.
Figure 4:Religion Distributionof general public respondents
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PRESENTATION AND DISCUSSION OF RESULTS OF THE SURVEY
This section of the report presents and discusses the result from the field survey. It leverages
information from other secondary sources to give further insight or explanation as to the nature of
the respondents' opinions on several questions posed in the survey.

Expectation of Peaceful Elections
As regards the peaceful outcome of the election, Data in Figure 5 reveal that an equal percentage
of males and females (46%) agreed that election in the state will be peaceful. More females (28%)
than males (26%) strongly agreed that the election will be peaceful. An almost equal percentage of
both gender male (14%) and female (15%) are undecided. 11% of males and 9% of females
disagreed that the election will be peaceful while a marginal percentage of males (3%) and
females (2%) strongly disagreed that the election in this area will be peaceful.
Figure 5: Respondents’ view on expectation of peaceful elections bygender

Across all ages that took part in the survey, data in Figure 6 show that majority of the respondents
agreed that election in the state will be peaceful, 18-27 years (46%), 28-37 years (48%), 38-47
years (44%), 48-57 years (46%) and 58 and above years (46%). Those that strongly agreed include
18-27 years (29%), 28-37 years (28%), 38-47 years (26%), 48-57 years (29%) and 58 and above
years (22%). Those that are undecided are 18-27 years (12%), 28-37 years (13%), 38-47 years
(17%), 48-57 years (15%) and 58 and above years (15%). 18-27 years (11%), 28-37 years (13%),
38-47 years (17%), 48-57 years (15%) and 58 and above years (15%) disagreed that election in the
state will be peaceful. A marginal percentage of those 18-27 years (2%), 28-37 years (3%), 38-47
years (3%), 48-57 years (1%) and 58 years and above (6%) strongly disagreed that election will be
peaceful in the state.
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Figure 6: Respondents’ view on expectation of peaceful elections by age

History of Electoral Violence in the State
Violence remains a major feature of elections in Nigeria, but to a lesser extent in Anambra state.
Data in Figure 7 represent respondents’ view on election violence in the area in relation to gender.
More female (10%) than male (8%) strongly agreed that there has been a history of electoral
violence in the state. There is no significant difference in the number of male (27%) and female
(26%) who agreed that there has been a history of electoral violence in thestate. Male (11%) and
female (9%) are undecided while male (34%) and female (37%) disagreed that there has been a
history of electoral violence in the state. Meanwhile, male (21%) and female (17%) strongly
disagreed that there has been a history of electoral violence in the state.
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Figure 7:Respondents’ view on History of Electoral Violence in the state by gender

A further breakdown of the responses in relation to age indicated that majority of respondents as
seen in Figure 8 claimed that there has not been a history of electoral violence in the state. More
old people 42% of those 58 and above years disagreed that there has been a history of electoral
violence in the state. This was followed by 39% of those between 38-47 years who disagreed that
there has been a history of electoral violence in the state. Next was 34% of those between 28-37
years, 33% of those between 48-57 years and 31% of those between 18-27 years who disagreed
that there has been a history of electoral violence in the state.
Figure 8: Respondents’ view on history of electoral violence in the state by age

Hate Speech and Election Violence in the State
In respect to the impact of hate speech to electoral violence in the state, one in every female
respondent (53%) agreed that hate speech can make election violent in the state and majority of
male respondents (48%) agree that hate speech can make election violent in the state. Equal
percentage of male and female respondents (18%) strongly agree that hate speech can make
election violent in the state. There is no significant difference in the number of male (16%) and
female (17%) who disagree that hate speech can make election violent in the state.
12
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Figure 9: Respondents’ view on hate speech and election violence in the state by gender

A further breakdown of responses in relation to age shows that more respondents agree that hate
speech can make election violent in the state 18-27 years (58%), 28-37 years (54%), 48-57 (50%),
58 and above years (45%) and 38-47 years (44%). Those that strongly agreed that hate speech can
make election violent in the state are 22% (58 and above years), 20% (38-47 years), 17% (48-57
years), 16% (28-37 years) and 15% (18-27 years). Meanwhile there is no difference in the
response of respondents between 38-47 years (19%) and 58 and above years (19%) who disagreed
that hate speech can make election violent in thestate. Overall, there is strong agreement across
gender and age on the connections between hate speech and electoral violence.
Figure 10: Respondents’ view on hate speech and election violence in the state by age

Dynamics of Local Conflicts and Electoral Violence
With reference to do you agree that inter-ethnic/religious/communal conflicts can cause electoral
violence in this area, more female (45%) and male (41%) as seen in Figure 11 agreed. This
obviously can be attributed to the fact that women are more exposed to the consequences of
electoral violence than men. Equal number of male and female (24%) each disagreed and 15%
strongly agreed respectively. There is no remarkable difference between male (10%) and female
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(9%) who are undecided that electoral inter-ethnic/religious/communal conflicts can cause
electoral violence in this area. Male (10%) and female (8%) strongly disagreed.
Figure 11: Respondents’ view on dynamics of local conflicts and electoral violence by gender

Further disaggregation of the responses in Figure 12 in terms of age indicate that majority of the
respondents of all ages surveyed agreed that inter-ethnic/religious/communal conflicts can cause
election violence in the state. However, those 18-27 years (21%), 38-47 years (16%), 48-57 years
(14%), 28-37 years (13%) and 58 and above years (9%) strongly agreed that interethnic/religious/communal conflicts can cause election violence in the state.
Figure 12: Respondents’ view on dynamics of local conflicts and electoral violence by age

Nature of Politicking and Electoral Violence
In terms of whether troublesome politicians, political parties, leaders and candidates could cause
electoral violence in the state, opinion of the respondents as shown in Figure 13 reveal that a
higher number of female (49%) and male (45%) agreed, 27% of male and female 26% strongly
agreed, 16% of male and 13% of female disagreed, 5% of male and 6% of female strongly
disagreed while 6% of male and another 6% of female are undecided.
14
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Figure 13: Respondents’ view on nature of politicking and electoral violence by gender

In relation to age, respondents between age 18-27 (49%), 28-37 (48%) 58 and above (48%), 38-47
(47%) and 48-57 (45%) agree that troublesome politicians, political parties, leaders and candidates
could cause electoral violence in the state. Those between 18-27 years (31%), 48-57 years (28%),
58 years and above (27%), 28-37(26%) and 38-47 (24%) strongly agreed. What is very evident is
that majority of the respondents across the age categories agree that set of political actors can
cause electoral violence in the state.
Figure 14: Respondents’ view on nature of politicking and electoral violence by age

Illegal Immigrants and Electoral Violence
As regards if attempt by illegal immigrants to participate in the electoral process could cause
electoral violence, survey results as shown in Figure 15 reveal that 46% female and 42% male
agree that attempt by illegal immigrants to participate in the electoral process could cause electoral
violence in the state. Equal number of male and female respondents (8%) strongly disagreed.
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Figure 15: Respondents’ view on illegal immigrants and electoral violence by gender

A further breakdown in relation to age as shown in Figure 16 shows that 18-27 years (51%), 28-37
years (48%), 48-57 (43%), 38-47 years (41%) and 58 years and above (32%) agreed that attempt
by illegal immigrants to participate in the electoral process could cause electoral violence in the
state. Those who strongly agreed were 48-57 years (21%), 58 years and above (20%), 38-47 years
(18%), 18-27 years (18%) and 28-37 years (15%).
Figure 16: Respondents’ view on illegal immigrants and electoral violence by age

Citizen Disaffection with Government and Electoral Violence
Data in Figure 17 show respondents’ view on citizens’ disaffection with government and electoral
violence in the state. When asked whether they agree that citizens’ disaffection with government
could result to electoral violence in this area, equal number of male and female (45%) agreed. This
was followed by 19% male and 21% female who strongly agreed. 18% male and 20% female
disagreed, 12% male and 10% female were undecided while 6% male and 5% female strongly
disagreed.
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Figure 17: Respondents’ view on citizen disaffection with government and electoral violence by
gender

Results when disaggregated by age show that respondents between 18-27 years (57%), 38-47
years (46%), 28-37 years (43%), 48-57 years (38%) and 58 years and above (37%) agreed that
citizens’ disaffection with government could result to electoral violence in the state. The view that
disaffection with the government could instigate electoral violence was share more by younger
people than older persons.
Figure 18: Respondents’ view on citizen disaffection with government and electoral violence by
age

Drug Abuse and Electoral Violence
Data in Figure 19 show that majority of male (44%) and majority of female (43%) agreed that
widespread availability and use of hard drugs can bring about electoral violence in the
state.However, equal number of male and female (10%) each were undecided.
17
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Figure 19: Respondents’ view on drug abuse and electoral violence by gender

In relation to age disagreegation, data in Figure 20 reveal that more than half of respondents 18-27
years (51%), 48-57 years (44%), 38-47 years (42%) 28-37 years (41%) and 58 years and above
(39%) agreed that widespread availability and use of hard drugs can bring about electoral violence
in the state. Although there are notable variations across the ages, it is evident that majority of the
respondents are of the view that drug abuse can lead to electoral violence.

Figure 20: Respondents’ view on drug abuse and electoral violence by age

Economic Marginalization and Electoral Violence
When asked whether they agree that economic disaffections can cause electoral violence in the
state, 45% male and 43% female agreed, 20% male and 19% female disagreed, 16% male and
20% female strongly agreed, 13% male and 13% female were undecided while 5% male and 4%
female strongly disagreed.
18
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Figure 21: Respondents’ view on economic marginalization and electoral violence by gender

When further broken down by age, data in Figure 22 show that over half of respondents 18-27
years agreed that economic disaffections can cause electoral violence in the state. Others were 2837 years (46%), 38-47 years (44%), 58 years and above (41%) and 48-57 years (39%). The high
number of young people who agreed that economic disaffection can cause electoral violence in the
state can be accounted by the fact that they are ones affected more by the high rate of youth
unemployment prevalent in the area. Those who strongly agreed were 48-57 years (20%), 18-27
years (19%), 28-37 years (17%), 38-47 years (17%) and 58 years and above (17%). Respondents
who disagreed are in this order, 58 years and above (27%), 48-57 years (22%), 38-47 years 19%,
28-37 years (19%) and 18-27 years (16%). 5% of respondents 58 years and above, 48-57 years,
38-47 years and 28-37 years respectively strongly disagreed. On the other hand, 38-47 years
(15%), 48-57 years (15%), 28-37 years (13%), 58 years and above (10%) and 18-27 years (9%)
were undecided.
Figure 22: Respondents’ view on economic marginalization and electoral violence by age
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Ambiguous Electoral Laws and Electoral Violence
Data in Figure 23 indicate that more female (48%) than male (47%) agreed that confusing
electoral laws could bring about electoral violence in the state. This was followed by 21% of male
and 22% of female who were undecided. Meanwhile there is no significant difference in the
response of male (14%) and female (13%) who disagreed while equal number of male (13%) and
female (13%) strongly agreed. A small number of male (5%) and female (4%) strongly disagreed
that confusing electoral laws could bring about electoral violence in the state.
Figure 23: Respondents’ view on ambiguous electoral laws and electoral violence by gender

A further breakdown of responses as shown in Figure 24 indicate that above half of the
respondents (52% of 18-27 years) agreed that confusing electoral laws could bring about electoral
violence in thestate. This was followed by (47% of 48-57 years), (46% of 28-37 years), (46% of
58 and above years) and (45% of 38-47 years) who agreed that confusing electoral laws could
bring about electoral violence in the state. There are noticeable variations across the age
categories, but in the main many of the respondents agree that ambiguous electoral laws can lead
to electoral violence in the state.
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Figure 24:Respondents’ view on ambiguous electoral laws and electoral violence by age

Overall Disenchantment and Electoral Violence
When askedif they agree that overall disenchantment with the electoral process can lead to
electoral violence in thestate, data in Figure 25 reveal that majority of male respondents (51%) and
female respondents (46%) agreed, 16% male and 19% female strongly agreed, 15% male and 16%
female were undecided, 13% male and 15% female disagreed while 5% male and 4% female
strongly disagreed.
Figure 25: Respondents’ view on overall disenchantment and electoral violence by gender

Further disaggregation in terms of age shows that over half of respondents (18-27 years) and those
that are 48-57 years agreed that overall disenchantment with the electoral process can lead to
electoral violence in the state. Others were 28-37 years (49%), 38-47 years (47%) and 58 years
and above (47%) who agreed that overall disenchantment with the electoral process can lead to
electoral violence in the state. 18-27 years (21%), 48-57 years (19%), 28-37 years (17%) 38-47
years (15%) and 58 years and above (13%) strongly agreed.
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Figure 26: Respondents’ view on overall disenchantment and electoral violence by age

Political Exclusion and Electoral Violence
Table 1 tested the relationship between political exclusion and electoral violence in Anambra
State. Across the seven variables of ethnic minorities; women; the youth; the elderly, people living
with disability, religious groups and sexuality, respondents affirmed that exclusion of any of them
could result in electoral violence; though at differential levels. For instance, while the exclusion of
the first and the last four variables could substantially cause electoral violence, majority of the
respondents were of the opinion that exclusion of youth (83%, comprising of 39% agree and 44%
strongly agree) and women (69%, comprising of 40% agree and 29% strongly agree) are the two
most pronounced that could cause electoral violence in Anambra state.The expert public hold the
same view that exclusion of youth and women will most likely cause electoral violence (see Table
2 of Appendix 2). This is evident in the continued agitation for women and youth involvement in
Nigerian politics which has attracted the attention of many analysts, scholars and practitioners.14
Table 1: Respondents’ view on political exclusion and electoral violence
Do
you
agree
that
Exclusion
and
Discrimination of the
following groups could
cause electoral violence in
this area?
Ethnic minorities
Women
The youth
The elderly
People living with disability

Strongl
y
Disagre
e
(%)

Disagre
e
(%)

Undecided
(%)

Agree
(%)

Strongl
y
Mean
Agree
(%)

9
5
3
7
11

24
20
10
23
24

15
7
5
9
11

40
40
39
40
40

13
29
44
21
15

3.23
3.68
4.11
3.47
3.25

Religious groups
Sexuality

9
12

22
27

8
19

40
30

21
11

3.43
3.01

14

Chris. M. A Kwaja, and Valkamiya Ahmadu-Haruna, (2019) Beyond Voting: Increasing Women's Participation in
Nigeria's Political Process (eds.)Abuja: Partners West Africa Nigeria
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Actors that Constitute Threats to Peaceful Elections
Concerning actors that constitute threats to peaceful elections, survey result contained in Table 2
shows that more respondents (42%) “strongly agreed” and 36% agreed that it is party thugs that
constitute the most threat to peaceful elections in the state. The threat posed by the activities of
thugs is followed in ranking by activities of religious extremists, cultists, and other armed
groups.The expert public is in agreement with the general view that political thuggery tops the list
of actors that constitute threats to peaceful elections, and followed byother armed groups like
religious extremists and cultists(see Table 3 of Appendix 2). Meanwhile, 18% “strongly agreed”
and 39% agreed that it is INEC. While 17% “strongly agreed” and 35% agreed that it the
judiciary.The high percentage of respondents who agree that INEC and the judiciary constitute
threats to peaceful elections in the state is not unconnected to concerns over conflict judicial
pronouncements on various pre-and post-governorship primary ligations in the build up to the
November poll. 15
Table 2:Respondents’ view on actors that constitute threats to peaceful elections
Do you agree that the
following actors constitute
threats to peaceful elections
in this area?
Political parties (intra and
inter party)
INEC
Security Agencies

Strongly Disagree Undecided
Disagree (%)
(%)
(%)

Agree
(%)

Strongly
Agree
(%)

Mean

3

17

8

46

25

3.73

6
5

25
23

12
8

39
42

18
22

3.38
3.53

The Judiciary

8

24

17

35

17

3.30

The Media

8

29

14

30

18

3.20

Traditional Institution
Party Thugs

11
4

37
13

12
5

28
36

12
42

2.92
3.98

Vigilante Groups
Insurgents

10
10

31
16

9
14

34
35

15
25

3.13
3.51

Religious extremists, cultists, 5
and other armed groups
Civil Society Organisations 19
(CSOs)

13

8

40

33

3.82

35

18

22

6

2.61

Party Politics and Electoral Violence
Several factors can contribute to violence during elections in Nigeria. As regards party politics and
electoral violence, survey result as contained in Table 3 shows that majority of the respondents
affirm that several factors abound which could cause violence during election in the state. It
further shows that that lack of internal party democracy which manifests in the forms of
contentious party conventions, primaries or meetings (56%, comprising of 42% agree and 14%
strongly agree); disorderly party rallies, proceedings and campaigns (64%, comprising of 46%
agree and 18% strongly agree); lack of respect for party rules (61%, comprising of 47% agree and
14% strongly agree); undue influence of money and godfathers (82%, comprising of 50% agree
and 32% strongly agree); and lack of transparency that results in disagreement over the selection
15

Leo Sobechi, “Anambra Poll: Gladiators wallow in endorsement frenzy,” Guardian Newspaper, August 31, 2021,
https://m.guardian.ng/politics/anambra-poll-gladiators-wallow-in-endorsement-frenzy/amp/
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of party officials and candidates (75%, comprising of 49% agree and 26% strongly agree) are all
factors that could cause violence during elections in Anambra state. Defection from one party to
the other (54%, comprising of 41% agree and 13% strongly agree), as well as lack of training and
corruption of party agents (80%, comprising of 56% agree and 24% strongly agree) were also
mentioned as variables that could cause electoral violence. The survey reveals that "undue
influence of money and godfathers with the mean rate of 3.98 "top the list of causative factors of
electoral violence. This was followed by lack of training and corruption of party agents (80%).
Table 3:Respondents’ view on party politics and electoral violence
Do you agree that the Strongly Disagre
following can cause violence Disagre e
during elections in this area? e
(%)
(%)
Contentious
party 5%
22%
conventions/
primaries/meetings
Disorderly
party
rallies, 5%
19%
processions and campaigns
Lack of respect for party rules 6%
20%
Undue influence of money and 3%
10%
godfathers
Lack of transparency and 4%
14%
disagreements
over
the
selection of party officials and
candidates
Defections and cross carpeting 7%
22%
from one party to another
Lack
of
training
and 4%
9%
corruption of party agents

Undecided
(%)

Agree
(%)

Strongly
Agree
(%)

Mean

18%

42%

14%

3.39

11%

46%

18%

3.53

12%
5%

47%
50%

14%
32%

3.44
3.98

8%

49%

26%

3.79

17%

41%

13%

3.30

8%

56%

24%

3.87

Election Management and Electoral Violence
Table 4 measures how election management could cause violence during election in Anambra
state. “The partiality of INEC officials” (82% comprising of 35% “strongly agree” and 47%
“agree”); “Problems associated with the distribution, location and adequacy of polling units and
voting points” (A mean score of 3.81, comprising of 23% “strongly agree” and 52% “agree”); “the
problems associated with Movement and distribution of election materials” that has to do with
logistics (73%, comprising of 23% “strongly agree” and 50% “agree”) are the three most
pronounced management issues that could cause electoral violence in the State. These identified
management issues as acknowledged by the respondents,hint on public distrust in the effective
discharge of the statutory functions of INEC16.
Table 4:Respondents’ view on election management and electoral violence
Do you agree that the Strongly
Disagree
following
can
cause Disagree
(%)
violence during elections in (%)
16

Undecided Agree
(%)
(%)

Strongly
Agree
(%)

Mean

The functions of the Commission as stipulated in Part I of the Third Schedule to the 1999 Constitution.
https://www.inecnigeria.org/home/the-commission/ accessed 30/9/2021
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this area?
Problems associated with the
continuous voter registration
exercise
Problems
of
underage
registration
Problems associated with the
distribution of PVCs
Poor voter education by
INEC
Movement and distribution
of election materials
Quality of election officials
Substitution
of
trained
electoral officials
Problems associated with the
distribution, location and
adequacy of polling units and
voting points
Failure to prosecute electoral
offenders
Partiality of INEC officials

3%

19%

8%

50%

19%

3.61

8%

24%

10%

43%

15%

3.33

5%

15%

9%

53%

18%

3.63

6%

17%

10%

51%

16%

3.54

3%

14%

10%

50%

23%

3.75

5%
4%

20%
15%

14%
14%

45%
46%

16%
20%

3.48
3.64

3%

12%

10%

52%

23%

3.81

6%

15%

13%

48%

19%

3.58

4%

6%

8%

47%

35%

4.03

18%

18%

39%

22%

3.59

Do you agree that INEC’s 3%
overall
preparedness
constitutes a threat to
peaceful conduct of this
election?

Security Arrangement and Electoral Violence
Table 5 shows the interplay between security agencies and numerous factors that can cause
electoral violence in Anambra State. It shows that majority of respondents either “agree” or
“strongly agree” that the identified factors as enlisted in the questionnaire can cause violence
during elections in the state. If the responses on “strongly agree” and “agree” are put together, the
respondents believe that “Aggressive and excessive use of force” (91%) and “Partiality of security
agents” (85%) are more likely to cause violence during elections in the state. In relation to expert
public’s response, these two causative factors of election violence also have the highest mean
scores of 4.16 and 4.21, respectively(see Table 6 of Appendix 2). Furthermore, respondents
“agree” that “Poor training and low professionalism of security agents” (82%), “lack of synergy
among security agents” (78%), and “lack of synergy between INEC and security agencies” (78%),
among others, are equally likely to cause violence during elections in the state. These concerns
underscore the need for security agencies to demonstrate high sense of professionalism before,
during and after the forthcoming gubernatorial elections.
Table 5: Respondents’ view on security arrangement and electoral violence
Strongly Disagre
Disagre e
e
(%)
25

Undecide
d
(%)

Agree
(%)

Strongly
Agree
(%)

Mea
n
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(%)
Partiality of security agents

2%

6%

7%

51%

34%

4.11

Inadequate or excessive
presence of security agents
Aggressive and excessive
use of force
Poor training and low
professionalism of security
agents
Lack of synergy among
security agents
Lack of synergy between
INEC and security agencies
Low sense of safety among
members of the public
(banditry,
kidnapping,
assassination, etc)
Problems associated with the
deployment
of
security
agents
Problem associated with the
welfare of security agents

2%

13%

9%

51%

24%

3.82

1%

5%

4%

56%

34%

4.16

3%

8%

7%

54%

28%

3.98

4%

7%

11%

55%

23%

3.87

3%

9%

10%

55%

23%

3.84

4%

12%

12%

44%

28%

3.79

4%

14%

12%

54%

16%

3.65

6%

18%

15%

44%

17%

3.47

Judiciary and Electoral Violence
Table 6 contains the outcome of the survey on the relationship between the judiciary and electoral
violence in Anambra state. The data indicate that majority of the respondents “agree” and
“Strongly agree” that “corruption and integrity of the judiciary” (73%), “confusing and
contradictory court decisions” (72%), “partiality of the judiciary” (71%), and “Delays in the
handling of pre-election cases” (67%) can cause violence during elections in the state. This attests
to the centrality of the judiciary in the promotion or otherwise of the democratic culture in Nigeria
especially in the forthcoming election in Anambra state17. If the responses on "strongly agree" and
"agree" are put together, the variables within the judiciary that could cause electoral violence
emerge in this order: corruption and integrity of the judiciary (73%); confusing and contradictory
court decisions (72%); partiality of the judiciary (71%); and “Delays in the handling of preelection cases” (67%). An example is the recent court ruling on the flagbearer of the APGA
candidate.18Thus, the actions of the judiciary are more likely to electoral violence especially when
there are concerns arising from corruption and integrity of the judiciary (73%); confusing and
contradictory court decisions (72%); partiality of the judiciary (71%); and delays in the handling
of pre-election cases (67%).
Table 6:Respondents’ view on judiciary and electoral violence

17

Adeniyi,
“Anambra
Poll
and
Judicial
‘Handouts,”
Thisday,
August
12,
2021,
https://www.thisdaylive.com/index.php/2021/08/12/anambra-poll-and-judicial-handouts/ accessed 1/10/2021
18
Amodu, “Anambra 2021: INEC, IPAC Decry Conflicting Court Orders,” Tribune, October 1, 2021,
https://tribuneonlineng.com/anambra-conflicting-court-orders-making-our-job-difficult-inec-cries-out/
accessed
1/10/2021
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Do you agree that the Strongl
following can cause violence y
during elections?
Disagre
e
Delays in the handling of pre- 3%
election cases
Partiality of the judiciary
6%

Disagre
e

Undecide
d

Agre
e

Strongly
Agree

Mean

16%

13%

48%

19%

3.64

11%

12%

47%

24%

3.72

Corruption and integrity of the 4%
judiciary
Capacity of the judiciary 4%
(including
inadequacy
of
judges)
Confusing and contradictory 3%
court decisions

12%

11%

49%

24%

3.78

15%

18%

45%

19%

3.60

13%

12%

51%

21%

3.73

Media and Electoral Violence
Table 7 shows the link between the media and electoral violence in Anambra state. It shows that
majority of the respondents “agree” that all the main indicators in the table below are capable of
causing electoral violence in the State. A summation of the opinion of those who "agree" and
"strongly agree" reveals that issues bordering on the media that can result in electoral violence
include misinformation of the public (81%); partisanship, favouritism and partiality (80%);
broadcast and publishing of hatred (77%); sensationalism and provocation (68%); failure of
regulatory bodies to ensure adherence to established rules by the media (64%); abuse of social
media (62%); and unequal access to media (53%). This attests to the actual and potential influence
the media can have on electoral violence in Nigeria.It has been noted that new media, particularly
social media platforms, which are accessible to most urban residents are very likely to be used to
misinform the people with potential to instigate violence in the state.19
Table 7:Respondents’ view on media and electoral violence
Do you agree that the
following can cause violence
during elections in the
area?
Misinformation of the public
by the media
Broadcast and publishing of
hatred

Strongly
Disagree

Disagree

Undecided Agree

Strongly
Agree

Mean

3%

9%

7%

53%

28%

3.93

4%

10%

9%

54%

23%

3.80

Unequal access to media
8%
Partisanship, favouritism and 3%
partiality

20%
8%

20%
10%

41%
51%

12%
29%

3.31
3.95

19

Elekwe, “Media Experts Call for Inclusive Coverage of Anambra Governorship Poll,” Daily trust, October 1, 2021
https://dailytrust.com/media-experts-call-for-inclusive-coverage-of-anambra-governorship-poll. accessed 1/10/2021
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Failure of regulatory bodies 4%
to ensure adherence to
established rules by the media
Sensationalism
and 4%
provocation by the media
Abuse of social media
7%

13%

18%

46%

18%

3.60

13%

14%

52%

16%

3.64

18%

13%

44%

18%

3.48

Prospect of Peaceful Election
As regards expectation of peaceful outcome of the election, survey result of the general public as
shown in figure 27reveals that more respondents (43%) believe that the election will be peaceful,
32% say they are not sure, 15% believe it will be very peaceful, 9% violent and 2% very violent.A
summation of those who believed that the election will be “very peaceful” and those who agree it
will be “peaceful would suggest that the November 6 election in the state is likely to be peaceful.
However, those who are unsure of the possible fate of the election is still significant (32%). The
responses of the expert public, as contained in figure 4 of Appendix 2, are strikingly similar:
(44%) believe that the election will be peaceful, 30% say they are not sure, 19% believe it will be
very peaceful, 6% violent and just 1 % very violent. The fact that a significant percentage of the
respondent (general public 44% and expert public 30%) is unsure of the peacefulness of the
election, reflect a sense of uncertainty that may be associated with such issues as growing
insecurity, IPOB agitation and conflicting court judgements on party flagbearers.
Figure 27: Respondents’ view on prospect of peaceful election
Series1, Not
Sure, 32

Series1, Very
Violent, 2

Series1, Violent,
9

Series1,
Peaceful, 43

Series1, Very
Peaceful, 15

Once disaggregated by local government areas (LGAs), results can be quite spectacular. Data in
Figure 28which is the result of the general public responses reveal that election willbe very
peaceful, peaceful, violentand very violent in some localities.From the responses of the general
public, the LGAs that were very likely to experience violence include Idemili South, Idemili
North, Ihiala, Onitsha North, Onitsha South, and Anambra East. The expert public shares a similar
opinion on the prospect of violent elections in the above-mentioned LGAs, particularly Idemili
North, Onitsha South, and Orumba South (see Figure 5 of Appendix 2). Obviously, the dynamics
of emerging security threats, power struggle and influence of money politics, among others, partly
accounts for the varying opinion on the prospect of peaceful elections in the State.
Figure 28:Respondents’ view on prospects of peaceful election by local governments
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KEY FINDINGS
The findings highlighted and discussed in this section are not comprehensive, as other relevant
findings are contained in the preceding section that presented the responses on the different
subjects covered by the survey.
Undue influence of money politics: respondents’ opinion shows that undue influence of money and
godfatherism in politics are huge threats with potential of causing electoral violence in Anambra
state. From the survey, half of the respondents strongly agreed (50%) and 32% agreed that money
and godfathers could cause electoral violence in the area.
Endemic culture of political thuggery: The survey identified some critical actors whose actions
could undermine the peaceful conduct of elections in the state. Majority of the respondents were
of the view that party thugs (78%, comprising 36% agree and 42% Strongly agree) and other
armed groups such as religious extremists and cultists (73%, comprising 40% agree and 33%
Strongly agree) were the groups that have the most likelihood of causing electoral violence in the
state.
High risks associated with media misinformation: Abuse of media could lead to electoral violence
in Anambra state. This is evidenced in the survey where the sum of respondents who agreed and
strongly agreed that “misinformation of the public by the media” (81%) and “partisanship,
favouritism and partiality” (80%) have the highest potential to cause electoral violence. The threat
to elections becomes particularly acute when it provides the platform for hate speech. Concerning
hate speech and its impact on electoral violence in Anambra state, 50% of respondents agreed and
18% of them strongly agreed that hate speech could make elections violent in the area.
Unprofessional conduct of security agents could trigger electoral violence: Another striking
observation from the respondents’ opinion is the high likelihood of the conduct of security
personnel to trigger electoral violence. This is particular the case when the resort to excessive use
of force or fails to appear in their duty post. In the survey, more than half of the respondents
(56%) agreed and 34% strongly agreed that aggressive and excessive use of force by the security
forces on the civilians could cause electoral violence. Similarly, over above half of the
respondents (51%) agreed and 24% strongly agreed that inadequate or excessive presence of
security agents could cause electoral violence. The survey reveals that lack of synergy between
29
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INEC and the security agencies in the country can compromise peaceful conduct of election in
Anambra State. These findings underscore the role of professionalism on the part of security
agents to the prospect of peaceful elections.
Concerns over political exclusion: Discrimination against, and exclusion of, women and youth
have great consequences on outcomes of election in Nigeria. The survey results revealed that 40%
agreed and 29% strongly agreed that exclusion of women could cause electoral violence in the
area while 39% agreed and 44% strongly agreed that youth exclusion could cause electoral
violence in the state.
The election likely to be peaceful: Notwithstanding the subsisting tense political and security
environment ahead of the poll, findings from the assessment show that more respondents (43%)
believe that the election will be peaceful, 32% say they are not sure, 15% believe it will be very
peaceful, 9% violent and 2% very violent. If those who believed that the elections will be
‘peaceful’ (43%) and ‘very peaceful’ (15%) are put together, it conveys the impression that the
election is likely to be peaceful in Anambra State. Meanwhile, given that about 32% are unsure of
the peaceful outcome should be source of worry to stakeholders, especially security agents. The
LGAs with less prospects of peaceful elections include Idemili South, Idemili North, Ihiala,
Onitsha North, Onitsha South, and Anambra East. The deteriorating security situation in the state
may account for these varying views.

CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS
This study examined the potential risk factors that can cause electoral violence during the
forthcoming November elections in Anambra state, based on field evidence drawn from a survey
of both the general public and experts. Amidst rising tension created by separatist agitation by the
IPOB, the spate of violence poses the greatest threat to the possibility of holding the November 6,
2021 governorship election in Anambra State. However, the conduct of the INEC, security
agencies, and politicians will play a dominant role in determining if the election will be free, fair,
credible, and peaceful. There is, therefore, the need for greater cooperation and collaboration
among all the critical stakeholders to guarantee a peaceful outcome of the November 6 poll.
Although more than half of the respondents is hopeful of a peaceful election, proactive measures
are needed to address a potential outbreak of security threats before, during, and after the
elections. To this end, this report proffers the following short-, medium-, and long-term
recommendations for critical stakeholders: government, INEC, political parties, security agents,
mass
media
and
CSOs,
and
traditional
rulers.
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S/No Stakeholder

1

Federal
Government

a.

b.

c.

2

Anambra
State
Government

a.

b.

3

Security
Agencies

a.

Strategic Recommendations
Short-Term
Medium Term
Long Term
{7 October – 10November 2021}
{11 November – December
{January 2022 – February 2023}
2021}
Take deliberate and transparent a. Commence
immediate b. Partner with credible civil
measure to encourage all governorship
prosecution
of
persons
society groups to draft an
contestants and their supporters to
arrested for committing any
acceptable bill for regulation
abide by electoral act.
electoral offence.
of social and mainstream
Desist from militarisation of the state
media towards curbing hate
during the elections in order not to
speech, fake news and
undermine the credibility of the
disinformation
election or exacerbate voter apathy.
c. Amend the Electoral Act to
Issue a strong worded pronouncement
legalize the use of Smart Card
directing the military and all security
Readers and other electronic
agents that are part of the Operation
innovations
of
INEC,
Golden Dawn to stick to rules of
including
electronic
engagement
transmission of results.
Partners with traditional rulers, a. Deploy effective and strategic a. Support
civil
society
religious leaders, professional bodies
communication to promote
advocacy for electoral reform,
and community leaders to mobilise
peaceful environment in the
including the amendment of
their people to vote in a peaceful
immediate aftermath of the
the Electoral Act.
manner
election.
Sustain
public
enlightenment
programmes through town hall
meetings, radio, television and social
media on the dangers of cultism and
drug abuse to mitigate their
consequences for the elections
Implement robust and 'right-sized' a. Develop a robust strategy for a. Expand capacity building for
deployment of operatives across the 21
rapid deployment of the
personnel on critical subjects
LGAs to ensure adequate security
military to flashpoints of
such as election security,
violence, to be activated only
human rights observance and
provisioning before, during and after
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4

INEC

the election.
when and where there are
b. Publicise non-classified aspects of
serious security breaches that
security arrangements for the election
overwhelm the capacity of the
to boost the confidence of the people to
police.
b. Collaborate with INEC to
come out and vote.
diligently prosecute all those
c. Intensify surveillance patrols and
arrested for violating the
interdiction operations in high-crime
provisions of the Electoral
hot spots to deter drug and weapons
Act, including vote buying.
dealings in the state.
d. Ensure that the allowances of security
personnel on election duties are
adequately provided for and paid fully
as and when due.
e. Collaborate with INEC to arrest all
violators of the provisions of the
Electoral Act, including vote buying.
a. Ensure early distribution of non- a. Partner with security agencies
sensitive materials to all LGA
to diligently prosecute all
those arrested for violating the
headquarters, and make adequate
provisions of the Electoral
preparation to deliver all other
Act, including vote buying.
materials promptly on the election day
b. Immediately
upload
the
for timely commencement of voting.
results of the 19 September
b. Provide
and
appropriately
governorship elections on its
communicate to all stakeholders its
website to allow for easy
platform for ensuring transparent
retrieval by members of the
counting, collation and announcement
public
of results.
c. Ensure that the posting of electoral c. Activate a contingency plan
for re-run election should
officials is done a night to the election.
This will ensure politicians do not get
there be polling units where
elections did not hold due to
to know which electoral officer would
natural, logistics or human
work in any polling unit.
setbacks.
d. Partner with the National Orientation
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evidence preservation.
b. Sustain and deepen interagency collaboration in the
area of drug interdiction, anticultism
operations
and
mopping up of small arms.

a. Expand capacity building
programmes for its permanent
staff
to
deepen
professionalism and high
ethical standard
b. Conduct after action review of
the September election to
leverage lessons learned in
framing
guidelines
and
protocols for future elections
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e.

5

Political
Parties

a.

b.

6

Civil
Society
Groups

a.

b.

7

Media

Agency (NOA) to inform people of the
reliable sources of information
concerning results of the election,
including its social media handle
Operationalise the relevant aspects of
the Policy on conducting elections
under COVID-19 pandemic.
Commit to a Peace Agreement to
encourage their flagbearers and
supporters to abide by the provisions of
the electoral law, including shunning
use of thugs and provocative speeches.
Adequately train their party agents to
understand
their
rights
and
responsibilities in order to avoid acts
that could compromise INEC officials
or the electoral process.
Partner with the INEC and political
parties to properly educate the people
as well as counter misinformation,
falsehood and incitation that are
capable of dissuading people from
voting or triggering violence.
Train and deploy observers to monitor
the elections, including escalating
incidents for the intervention of
appropriate authorities and compilation
of evidence-based report.

a. Intensify awareness creation and voter
education to discourage apathy and

d. Sustained engagement with
all the critical stakeholders
even after the elections to
clear any doubts on concerns
regarding the conduct and
outcome of the election.
a. Ensure active and visible a. Entrench internal democracy
participation
during
the
in the area of screening and
collation and announcement
selection of party officials and
of the results.
candidates.
b. Commit to lawful redress to b. Adopt robust measures to
any
shortcomings
or
promote political inclusivity
malfeasance that occurred
in terms of fair representation
during the election
of gender, religion, age
category, and locality.
a. Maintain active and visible
presence during the collation
and announcement of the
results.
b. Circulate the approved result
through
their
diverse
networks to elicit public
opinion on the outcome of the
election.

a. Partner with the INEC and
NOA agency to deliver
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a. Deepen collaboration with
INEC and security agencies in
area of security information
sharing and voter education.
b. Intensify
advocacy
and
mobilise the public towards
sustained
demand
for
electoral reforms before the
2023 elections.
c. Conduct
an
after-action
review to compare notes and
harness lessons learned to
enhance
advocacy
and
programming initiatives.
a. Scrutinize
the
electoral
process itself, including the
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motivate people to vote.
b. Deliver
refresher
training
to
practitioners to maintain a high level of
professionalism,
accuracy
and
impartiality in their coverage.
c. Continue to monitor and provide
impartial report on the entire electoral
process to help protect the integrity of
the elections.
d. Report only verified information
obtained from trusted sources and
promote peace messaging.
e.

8

Traditional
and
Religious
Leaders

a. Authorities with convening power, such
as the Obi of Onitsha, needs to
urgentlyorganise a high-level dialogue
that will bring together major political
actors, party leaders, top security
agents, traditional leaders, religious
leaders, women and youth groups to
deliberate on the unfolding security
situation in the state with a view to
prevailing on politicians to play by the
rules. This will go a long way to
dousing tension in the state and
encouraging people to come out to vote
during election.
b. Get political parties and their candidates
to sign, and genuinely commit to, a

appropriate peace messaging
performance of the INEC,
for enhanced harmony in the
security
agencies,
and
state.
political
parties,
among
b. Sustain civic education in the
others, in order to evaluate the
state through hosting guest
integrity, credibility and
analysts
programmes
to
legitimacy of the process.
reflect on the outcome of the b. Sustain
and
intensify
election.
enlightenment and educative
programmes that emphasize
the imperative of electoral
reform in the country.
c. Escalate coverage to give
greater
visibility
to
marginalized groups in the
political
and
electoral
processes, especially women
and youth.
a. Sustained engagement with all b. Sustain engagements with
the
critical
stakeholders,
their subjects and members in
especially in the immediate
the aspect of peaceful conduct
aftermath of the election to
during and off election season.
help douse possible tension.
c. Leverage their platforms to
preach against money politics,
thuggery, hate speech and
drug abuse.
d. Sustain the demand for a
culture of inclusive politics, in
ways
that
promote
marginalized groups such as
women, youth and people
living with disability.

34

Security Threat Assessment for the 2021 Governorship Election in Anambra State

peace accord.
c. Partner with some critical state actors
like the INEC, NOA, DSS, police
political parties, and other stakeholders
to ensure that political actors commit to
peaceful campaign and election.
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Appendix 1: the 18 Political Parties Contesting for Anambra State November 6 2021
Gubernatorial Election and their Respective Candidates

S/N GUBERNATORIAL CANDIDATE

POLITICAL PARTY

1.
2.
3.
4.

Godwin Maduka
Doreen Ifeoma Maduka-Arisa
Obi Sylvester Chukwudozie
Akachukwu Sullivan Nwankpo

5.
6.
7.

Prince Ume-Ezeoke Afam Luke
Douglas
Emmanuel Andy Nnamdi Uba
Chukwuma Soludo

Accord (A)
Action Alliance (AA)
African Action Congress (AAC)
African Democratic Congress
(ADC)
Action Democratic Party (ADP)

8.
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.

Eze Robinson Chukwuma
Azubuike Philip Echetebu
Chika Jerry Okeke
Agbasimalo Obiora Emmanuel
Ohajimkpo Leonard Emeka
Adaobi Uchenna Okpeke
Valentine Ozigbo
Nnamdi Nwawuo
Ekelem Edward Arinze
Ifeanyi Patrick Ubah
Ugwoji Martin Uchenna

All Progressives Congress (APC)
All Progressives Grand Alliance
(APGA)
Allied Peoples Movement (APM)
Action Peoples Party (APP)
Boot Party (BP)
Labour Party (LP)
New Nigeria Peoples Party (NNPP)
National Rescue Movement (NRM)
Peoples Democratic Party (PDP)
Peoples Redemption Party (PRP)
Social Democratic Party (SDP)
Young Progressive Party (YPP)
Zenith Labour Party (ZLP)

Appendix 2: Demographics and Responses of the Expert Category
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GENDER
M
F
M
M
M
M
M
M
M
M
M
M
F
M
M
M
M
M
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Figure 1: Distribution of Expert Category

Figure 2: Gender of Expert Category

Series1,
Female, 37%,
37%
Male
Female
Series1,
Male, 63%,
63%

Figure 3: Religion of Expert Category
Series1, Series1,
Traditionality
Islam, 1%, 1%
, 6%, 5%
Christianity
Islam
Traditionality

Series1,
Christianity,
94%, 94%

Table 1
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General Questions

Strongly
Disagree
2%

Disagree Undecided Agree Strongly
Agree
5%
14%
52%
27%

Mean

22%

33%

7%

30%

8%

2.71

6%

15%

7%

50%

21%

3.65

9%

22%

8%

42%

19%

3.39

5%

12%

5%

46%

32%

3.86

7%

17%

10%

41%

25%

3.60

8%

18%

10%

46%

18%

3.47

Do you agree that widespread availability
and use of hard drugs can bring about
electoral violence in this area?

5%

11%

5%

47%

31%

3.87

Do you agree that economic disaffections
can cause electoral violence in this area?

7%

20%

8%

48%

16%

3.46

Do you agree that confusing electoral laws
could bring about electoral violence in this
area?
Do you agree that overall disenchantment
with the electoral process can lead to
electoral violence in this area?

6%

12%

13%

51%

18%

3.63

6%

13%

9%

54%

19%

3.67

Do you agree that election in this area will
be peaceful?
Do you agree that there has been a history
of electoral violence in this area?
Do you agree that hate speech can make
election violent in this area?
Do you agree that interethnic/religious/communal conflicts can
cause election violence in this area?
Do you agree that troublesome politicians,
political parties, leaders and candidates
could cause electoral violence in this area?
Do you agree that attempt by illegal
immigrants to participate in the electoral
process could cause electoral violence in
this area?
Do you agree that citizens’ disaffection
with government could result to electoral
violence in this area?

3.96

Table 2:
Do you agree that Exclusion and
Discrimination of the following groups
could cause electoral violence in this
area?
Ethnic minorities
Women
The youth

Strongly
Disagree

Disagree

Undecided Agree

Strongly
Agree

Mean

7%
5%
1%

22%
16%
6%

9%
5%
4%

44%
43%
36%

19%
32%
52%

3.44
3.79
4.31

The elderly
People living with disability
Religious groups

8%
11%
8%

17%
22%
19%

9%
10%
7%

45%
43%
40%

21%
14%
27%

3.52
3.26
3.58
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Sexuality

13%

26%

16%

32%

13%

3.07

Table 3:
Do you agree that the following actors
constitute threats to peaceful elections
in this area?
Political parties (intra and inter party)

Strongly
Disagree

Disagree Undecided Agree Strongly Mean
Agree

3%

17%

7%

46%

27%

3.78

INEC

6%

24%

10%

37%

22%

3.44

Security agencies

7%

25%

6%

36%

25%

3.46

The judiciary

10%

26%

13%

33%

19%

3.25

The media

9%

25%

10%

37%

20%

3.36

Traditional institutions

11%

35%

11%

31%

13%

3.01

Party thugs

4%

7%

6%

33%

50%

4.17

Vigilante groups

12%

28%

7%

36%

17%

3.18

Insurgents

8%

12%

13%

33%

34%

3.72

Religious extremists, cultists, and other
armed groups
Civil Society Organisations (CSOs)

7%

11%

5%

35%

41%

3.92

25%

34%

12%

22%

7%

2.51

Table 4:
Do you agree that the following could
cause violence during elections in this
area?
Contentious party conventions/
primaries/meetings
Disorderly party rallies, processions and
campaigns
Lack of respect for party rules

Strongly Disagree
Disagree

Undecided Agree

Strongly Mean
Agree

7%

21%

12%

45%

15%

3.41

5%

16%

8%

51%

21%

3.66

6%

18%

9%

52%

15%

3.53

Undue influence of money and godfathers
Lack of transparency and disagreements
over the selection of party officials and
candidates
Defections and cross carpeting from one
party to another
Lack of training and corruption of party
agents

3%
6%

10%
10%

4%
7%

44%
45%

38%
32%

4.04
3.88

10%

19%

14%

41%

15%

3.32

3%

9%

4%

57%

26%

3.94
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Table 5:
Do you agree that the following can cause
violence during elections in this area?
Problems associated with the continuous
voter registration exercise
Problems of underage registration
Problems associated with the distribution
of PVCs
Poor voter education by INEC
Movement and distribution of election
materials
Quality of election officials
Substitution of trained electoral officials
Problems associated with the distribution,
location and adequacy of polling units and
voting points
Failure to prosecute electoral offenders
Partiality of INEC officials
Do you agree that INEC’s overall
preparedness constitutes a threat to
peaceful conduct of this election?

Strongly
Disagree
4%

Disagree

Undecided

Agree

Mean

51%

Strongly
Agree
22%

15%

8%

7%
4%

24%
14%

8%
7%

42%
54%

19%
22%

3.44
3.76

6%
4%

17%
15%

7%
9%

51%
51%

19%
21%

3.60
3.68

5%
2%
3%

15%
12%
12%

12%
13%
6%

47%
48%
54%

20%
25%
25%

3.61
3.82
3.86

7%
3%
4%

13%
5%
17%

11%
4%
16%

49%
47%
39%

20%
41%
24%

3.62
4.18
3.63

3.70

Table 6:
Do you agree that the following could cause
violence during elections in this area?
Partiality of security agents
Inadequate or excessive presence of security
agents
Aggressive and excessive use of force
Poor training and low professionalism of
security agents
Lack of synergy among security agents
Lack of synergy between INEC and security
agencies
Low sense of safety among members of the
public (banditry, kidnapping, assassination, etc)
Problems associated with the deployment of
security agents
Problem associated with the welfare of
security agents
Table 7:
Do you agree that the following can cause
violence during elections?

Strongly Disagree
Disagree
3%
4%
4%
14%

Undecided Agree Strongly Mean
Agree
3%
56%
35%
4.16
5%
52%
25%
3.80

2%
3%

4%
5%

4%
7%

50%
59%

40%
27%

4.21
4.03

4%
4%

6%
8%

7%
8%

60%
52%

23%
27%

3.94
3.90

6%

13%

8%

45%

28%

3.75

3%

10%

9%

61%

17%

3.80

6%

15%

14%

46%

20%

3.59

Strongly Disagree
Disagree
40

Undecided Agree Strongly Mean
Agree
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Delays in the handling of pre-election cases
Partiality of the judiciary
Corruption and integrity of the judiciary
Capacity of the judiciary (including
inadequacy of judges)
Confusing and contradictory court decisions

4%
6%
5%
5%

16%
10%
11%
14%

10%
12%
9%
12%

49%
48%
49%
51%

21%
23%
26%
18%

3.68
3.71
3.79
3.63

4%

12%

11%

51%

22%

3.76

Table 8:
Do you agree that the following can
cause violence during elections in
the area?
Misinformation of the public by the
media
Broadcast and publishing of hatred
Unequal access to media
Partisanship, favouritism and
partiality
Failure of regulatory bodies to ensure
adherence to established rules by the
media
Sensationalism and provocation by
the media
Abuse of social media

Strongly
Disagree

Disagree

Undecided

Agree

Strongly
Agree

Mean

2%

8%

4%

54%

31%

4.03

3%
5%
2%

10%
17%
6%

8%
16%
8%

51%
46%
50%

28%
15%
33%

3.92
3.50
4.06

4%

11%

13%

52%

21%

3.74

5%

9%

12%

53%

22%

3.77

6%

13%

12%

44%

24%

3.67

Figure 4: On the whole, what do you think that this election will go?
Series1,
Peaceful, 44%

Series1, Not
Sure, 30%
Series1, Very
Peaceful, 19%

Series1, Very
Violent, 1%

Series1, Violent,
6%
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Figure 5: On the whole, what do you think that this election will go?
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