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INTRODUCTION: 

Globalization has become the defining terms and defining process of the present age 

(knor,2000:1).It is a phenomenon as wide in meaning as it is in coverage of a wide spectrum of 

life activities.  Today societies, groups and individuals are touched by the invisible hands of 

globalization, thus eliciting variety of reactions and perceptions as to its benefits and /or adverse 

effects on peoples and states. As Joseph Stiglitz (2002) put it “few subjects have polarised people 

throughout the world as much as globalization”. While some see it as bringing unprecedented 

prosperity to everyone everywhere. Others fault it as the source of untold problems, from the 

destruction of native cultures to increasing poverty and immiserization. Claude Ake (1997:285) 

summarized it thus: “Globalization concentrates and decenters, uniformizes and differentiates, 

universalizes particulars and particularise universals. It is a levelling process which also 

hierachizes” Thus globalization has not only become a highly contested term, but the debate on 

its meaning, its newness and more importantly its beneficial or adverse effects on the lives of 

peoples and states is unending. Of immense significance is the debate on the effect of 

globalization on democracy. While some scholars extol the positive impact of globalization on 

democracy, some others have decried its negative impact on democracy both within the nation 

state system and in the international scene.(Robertson, 2005;Wolf in Panagariya 2004; Stiglitz 

2002, Gills,N.D; Parenti, 2007) There is also the notion of globalization as the propeller of the 

“Third Wave democratization”(a term coined by Samuel Huntington to describe the 

democratization trend of the late 1980s and1990s) as the current wave of democratization has 

come to be identified, a phenomenon that has been hotly contested in terms of its veracity  and 

periodization.(Doorenspleet 2000:384-406)This third wave which witnessed the transition of 

many authoritarian regimes to democracy, especially adoption of the liberal democratic options 

by the former socialist states led Fukuyama to declare liberal democracy as the ultimate ideology  
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and the last bus stop in political development of states; a historic victory over other ideologies 

which  he termed “The end of History and the Last Man” (Fukuyama 1992)  

 

In Africa the globalization process followed two major trajectories namely, the economic and the 

political. At the economic realm it manifests in the economic reconstruction program embedded 

in the liberal economic policies of ‘Structural Adjustment Program’ (SAP) and ‘Market 

Reforms’ and at the political realm it is showcased in the nascent democratization wave along 

the lines of multi –partism and periodic elections. However, the democratization process taking 

place in Africa today remains suspect. The transition to democracy in many states of Africa 

remains a charade, as transitions are lacking in democratic content despite the establishment of 

institutional correlates of democracy, thus attracting the derogatory descriptions of virtual, 

façade, smokescreen and caricatures of market driven/IMF inspired democracies.  (Jega, 

2007:19; Joseph, 1998:4; Chabal, 1994:83-86)  These scholars argue that authoritarian leaders in 

Africa jumped into the democracy wagon in order to gain international acceptability and aid 

from western donors who have made democratization along liberal lines a condition for aid 

receipt.  The experience of many African states where the military autocrats or their surrogates 

turned themselves into democrats and have continued to pose obstacle to proper democratization 

through abuse of human rights and due process, lack of accountability and transparency and 

worst of all the fraudulent elections that ends up frustrating the true democratic aspirations of the 

people lends credence to the thinking that describe them as smokescreen lacking in democratic 

content. It also casts doubt on the genuineness of exporting western type of democracy to 

political systems without any effort to adapt it to the specificities of the systems in which they 

are introduced. Writing about the experience of export type democracy in Latin America, Omar 

Encarnacion  (n.d) notes: 

 
This region has witnessed the emergence of political systems in which there is a substantial and 

glaring gap between the rhetoric and the actual practice of democracy. Such regimes, 

conceptualized by Fareed Zacharia as “illiberal Democracy” and by Guillermo O’Donnell as 

“Delegative Democracy possess the basic trappings of political democracy but lack any 

meaningful adherence to the values associated with ‘liberal democracy including most notably, 

governmental accountability, respect for human rights, and the rule of law.  

 

In Nigeria the ‘Third Wave’ democratization took off in the late 80s under the regime of Rtd 

Gen. Ibrahim Babangida and eventually materialised during the regime of Gen.  Abubakar who 

handed over power to a former military head of state Rtd. Gen. Olusegun Obasanjo in May 29
th

 

1999.The election that brought Gen Obasanjo can not be said to be free and fair but it at least 

satisfied the minimum standard of a democratic election. However, since 1999, the democratic 
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expectations and aspirations of the people have been in abeyance as the regime unleashed 

policies that are not only anti people, but failed to reflect the minimum aspiration of the people. 

In addition, this period witnessed the denigration and devaluation of democracy in view of the 

abuse that characterized the electoral process, lack of respect for the rule of law, intimidation of 

political opponents and abuse of political offices and corruption. In fact it was a democracy that 

preferred to satisfy the aspiration of the international financial institutions and interest of the 

advanced capitalist states than recourse to local participation and local input. Hence the 

dominance of anti- people reform policies that formed the bed rock of the administration from 

1999 to 2007. 

 

Against this back drop this paper examines the impact of the current wave of globalization on 

‘third wave’ democratization in Nigeria. It seeks to establish a relationship between 

globalization, its economic ancillary of market reforms and absence of "democratic dividends"(a 

term that captures Nigerians' expectations of the social and economic benefits of democracy) 

including the erosion of democratic values in Nigeria. 

 

 

The Globalization Debate: Contending Views: 

 
What is Globalization? 

 
 Globalization is the next great foreign policy debate yet as the debate 

expands it gets more confusing (Friedman in Rodrik 1997:19). 

 

The observation of Friedman aptly describes the controversy on the meaning, content and effects 

of globalization on humankind today. The definition of globalization is as varied as there are 

writers on the subject. Jan Aart Scholte (1999:430) notes that “ideas of globalization are so 

broad, so diverse and so changeable that it sometimes seems possible to pronounce virtually 

anything on the subject” .In a similar vein Nandi & Shahidullah (1998:3) observed that 

“globalization does not evoke a single image but rather an imagery of disparate meanings.’ The 

plethora  of definitions on globalization  according to Rosenau (1994:360) suggests a restless 

search for new ways of understanding unfamiliar phenomena and goes to show that the human 

condition is presently undergoing profound transformation in all its  aspects. In a bid to organise 

these varied thinking, some scholars have tried to categorise the definitions into economic, 

political, social and cultural globalization. But the question is how do we draw a line between 

one and the other? Held(1997) notes that “globalization is neither a singular condition nor a 

linear process. Rather, it is a multi-dimensional phenomenon involving different patterns of 
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activity and interaction including the economic, political, technological, military, legal, cultural, 

and environmental. Each of these spheres involves different patterns of relations and activity”. 

Held further held that a general account of globalization cannot simply predict from one domain 

what will occur in another hence the need “to build a theory of globalization from what is 

happening in each one of these areas”. Held and Mcgrew (1999)  observes that  despite a vast 

and expanding literature on the subject of globalization ,there is somewhat surprisingly, no 

cogent theory of globalization nor even a systematic analysis of its primary features. According 

to Held and McGrew (1999) beyond a general acknowledgement of a real or perceived 

intensification of interconnectedness there is substantial disagreement on how globalization is 

best conceptualised, how one should think about its causal dynamics, and how one should 

characterize its structural consequences. The debate in the views of Held and McGrew has 

developed into three broad schools of thought, the Hyperglobalizers, the Sceptics, and the 

Trasformationalists.  The hyperglobalizers defines a new era in which peoples everywhere are 

increasingly subject to the disciplines of the global market place; the sceptics by contrast argue 

that globalization is essentially a myth which conceals the reality of an international economy 

increasingly segmented into three major regional blocs in which national governments remain 

very powerful. While for the transformationalists, contemporary patterns of globalization are 

conceived as historically unprecedented such that states and societies across the globe are 

experiencing a process of profound change as they try to adapt to a more interconnected but 

highly uncertain world. Held and McGrew(1999) notes that none of these schools map directly 

on the traditional ideological positions or world views as each school harbours both the orthodox 

neoliberal accounts of globalization and the Marxists account. The classification by Held and 

McGrew is even more confusing as it is difficult to fathom the fundamental difference between 

the arguments of the hyperglobalizers and the tranformationlists. Thus globalization is an 

intricate network of activities and processes interacting with all aspects of life in complex ways. 

This is what has made its characterization into schools not only difficult, but complex, with ideas 

overlapping each other. However no matter the divergences characterising the opinions of 

scholars on this subject, many definitions express a commonality on the subject matter. 

However, they differ as to the driving force of globalization, its newness or otherwise, its effects 

on peoples and nations states, and its implications for democracy and democratization. To make 

sense out of all of the views expressed and organise our thoughts out of the plethora of meanings 

on this concept   Jinadu (1991:1) opined that one can perceive globalization either positively 

from a neo classical or neo-liberal perspective or from a negative –Marxist perspective as new 

form of imperialism, in which national, regional and global asymmetries characterised by social 
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injustice and unequal exchange are much more pronounced and pernicious than was the case 

before.  Against this back drop, and in order to bring the arguments on this subject matter within 

manageable bounds, I shall discuss them under two broad schools of thought, namely the liberal 

and the radical, while not losing sight of middle range conceptions. The notion of the radical here 

is not exclusive of the traditional view of radical as anchored in the Marxist orientations but 

rather subsumes all pessimistic views regarding  the driving force of globalization and its 

negative consequences for individuals, states and communities. 

 

Liberal Conceptions of globalization: 

Globalization from the perspectives of this school connotes international liberalization of trade 

and capital, the weakening of territorial and jurisdictional boundaries and barriers of individual 

states, and the economic and political barriers mounted by them; establishment of an  open 

political system in which all nations participate and operate along sets of rules and 

conventions.(olisa.1999)”.It is  a shift in the spatial form of human organization and activity to 

transcontinental or interregional patterns of activity, interaction and the exercise of power” (Held 

1997).  “It is the international liberalization of trade and capital that is driven by economic, 

demographic, technological changes and accelerated by high speed communications”(Fitzgerald 

1997:739). It is transcendence of borders made possible by the high speed communication 

technology ( Koehane &Nye Jr 1998). It is  the victory of market forces over the regulatory 

mechanisms of the nation state system; a transnationally linked and globally integrated world in 

which both borders and the attendant sharp distinction between the domestic and the foreign are 

again losing meaning (Kobrin 1998:368).   It symbolizes not only the universalism of market and 

political norms but also cultural values. It reduces not only geographical distance between 

peoples but also the political and cultural distance in values they hold to be supreme and crucial 

to their existence. In the views of McGrew (1996:470 in Offiong, 2001:1) globalization 

emphasises the “multiplicity of linkages and interconnectedness” that surpasses the nation states, 

which together constitute the modern world system. It sets up a process through which events, 

decisions, and activities in one part of the globe can and do have great consequences for 

individuals and communities in very distant parts of the world. Rosenau (1994:360-1) on his part 

asserts that globalization is a term that directly implies change and thus differentiates the 

phenomenon as a process rather than a desirable end state. He tried to make an analytical 

distinction between globalization, globalism and universalism. In his view globalism points to 

aspirations for a state of affairs where values are shared by or pertinent to all the world’s more 

than 5 billion people, their environment, and their role as citizens, consumers, or producers with 
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an interest in collective action to solve common problems, while universalism refers to those 

values that embrace all of humanity (such as science or religion ) at any time or place.  Nor is 

globalization coterminous with complex interdependence which signifies structures that link 

people and communities in various parts of the world. Rather it refers to sequences that evolve 

either in mind or in behaviour as people go about their daily tasks and seek to realise   their 

goals. What distinguish globalising processes is that they are not hindered or prevented by 

territorial or jurisdictional barriers.  Rosenau’s views are shared by Scholte (2005).  According to 

Scholte  “globality refers to a circumstance, while globalization refers to a trend and process, 

namely, the growth of transplanetary connections between people”. It involves the reduction of 

barriers to transworld contacts. Globality resonates with spatiality. It describes a place, a location 

a domain or the world as a whole. It signifies that people came together not only in local, 

provincial, national, and regional realms but also in transborder spaces that transcend territorial 

boundaries. Scholte further contends that though space is significant in its own right, the 

reconfiguration of social space which manifests as globalization is intimately linked with shifts 

in patterns of knowledge, production, governance, identity and the ways people relate to nature. 

Many of these shifts could be captured with the notion of ‘supraterritoriality’ which is relatively 

de-linked from territorial space.  Scholte contends that territorial locations, territorial distances 

and territorial borders do not define today’s global flows in the way they tightly framed 

traditional international relations. The supraterritorial thesis posited by scholars like Scholte and 

Rosenau is not saying that territory has seized to be important, rather that since ‘geographical 

distance is typically measured in time and as the time necessary to connect distinct geographical 

locations is reduced, distance or space undergoes compression or annihilation’(Stanford 

Encyclopedia 2006).  “Global relations of the supraterritorial kind are not adequately mapped on 

a territorial grid” (Scholte 2005). These also have implications for state power. The end of 

territoriality has been connected with the decline or eclipse of statism as social regulations are no 

longer the exclusivity of the territorial state (Scholte 2005). The major contribution made by 

Rosenau on this subject is his effort to pinpoint the interconnectedness or causal link between 

localism and globalization, a process he labelled ‘Fragmentation’. His thesis is that globalization 

is best understood as a dual process of integration and fragmentation and thus identifies a 

simultaneous movement toward greater localizations and decentralization on the one hand and 

greater centralization and interconnectedness on the other (Ikenberry 2003).This contradictions 

between the dynamics of localism and dynamics of globalization is what he captured in his 

epoch making Book ‘Distant Proximities: Dynamics Beyond Globalization’ (2003). The central 

argument of this work is that the best way to grasp world affairs today requires viewing them as 
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an endless series of distant proximities in which the forces pressing for greater globalization and 

those inducing greater localization interactively play themselves out.(Rosenau, 2003 Sample 

chapter[1] ).  This is aptly captured in the following extract: 

 

Distant proximities encompass the tensions between core and periphery, between national and 

transnational systems, between communitarianism and cosmopolitanism, between cultures and 

subcultures, between states and markets, between urban and rural, between coherence and 

incoherence, between integration and disintegration between decentralization and 

centralization, between universalism and particularism, between pace and space, between the 

global and the local,-to note only the more conspicuous links between opposites that presently 

underlie the course of events and the development or decline of institutions. All these tensions 

are marked by numerous variants; they take different forms in different parts of the world, in 

different countries in different markets, in different communities…with the result that there is 

enormous diversity in the way peoples experience the distant proximities of which their lives 

are composed (Rosenau, 2003 ). 

 

He however observed that “the  fundamental conflict in the opening decades of the new 

century… will not be between nations or even between trading blocs but between the forces of 

globalization  and the territorially based forces of local survival seeking to preserve and redefine 

community”(2003). Rosenau (1994 ) however surmised that  “while the contest between 

globalising and localising dynamics is bound to be marked by fluctuating surges in both 

directions, the underlying tendency is for the former to prevail over the later.  Complimenting 

this view Schlote (2005) opines that:                                                                                         

 

…the rise of supraterritoriality does not mean that territorial space has seized to 

matter….territorial production, territorial governance mechanisms and territorial identities 

remain highly significant….Indeed  recent globalization has been closely connected with 

certain forms of reterritorialization such as regionalization and the proliferation of offshore 

arrangements. so the end of territorialism has not marked the start of globalism .The addition of 

supraterritorial qualities of geography has not eliminated the territorial aspects. Instead, social 

space in today’s world is both territorial and supraterritorial. The two qualities always intersect 

in contemporary social relations….Contemporary society knows no pure supraterritoriality that 

exists independently of territorial spaces. By the same token no regional, national, provincial, 

local or household conditions today exist in isolation from global circumstances…                                                                                                                                      

 

 Held (1997) also opines the local/global continuum that defines the present globalization 

process.  In his view ‘globalization can best be understood as a spatial phenomenon, lying on a 

continuum with the ‘local’ at one end and the ‘global’ at the other. It denotes a shift in the spatial 
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form of human organisation and activity to transcontinental or interregional patterns of activity, 

interaction and the exercise of power.” “It involves a stretching and deepening of social relations 

and institutions across space and time such that, on the one hand, day to day activities are 

increasingly influenced by events happening on the other side of the globe and, on the other, the 

practices and decisions of local groups or communities can have significant global 

reverberations.” Note worthy is his observation of the hierarchization that characterise the 

present globalization, a hierarchy determined by the power relations between states and 

communities involved and touched by this ‘multi-dimensional’ process.  Power conceptualised 

as the capacity to transform material circumstances …and to achieve goals based on the 

mobilization of resources, the creation of rules systems, and the control of infrastructures and 

institutions. The particular type of power of concern to a theory of globalization is hierarchy and 

unevenness. Hierarchy connotes the asymmetrical access to global networks and infrastructures, 

while unevenness refers to the asymmetrical effects of such networks upon the life chances and 

well being of peoples, classes, ethnic groupings and the sexes. ”Held thus pointed out a 

significant aspect of the globalization process which is inequality. An inequality that has 

continued to follow the old world divide of North and South, developed and developing states, or 

as Scholte (2005) observes current  globalization  has favoured  the populations of North 

America, Western Europe and Asia more than the other regions;  the Urban more than the rural 

areas  and the wealthy more than the poor, men more than women. In fact Held and McGrew 

(2003) in their analysis of the new world order, developed the concept of global governance as 

an analytical framework in understanding the multi –layered network of relations  that 

characterize the present global order in which  politics now transcend state and societies and also 

as a way of dealing with the undemocratic character of the global space.  The central thesis of the 

global governance approach is the transnationality of governance which today involves complex 

politics between states, civil society, international organizations and non governmental 

organizations. Thus for Held and McGrew the distinguishing character of the present 

globalization era is the  trans-nationalization of power, a shift from state centrist conception of  

world  politics to a world increasingly factored by several layers of transnational  and regional 

organizations. Held (1997) advocated for cosmopolitan democracy which implies the 

establishment of democratic institutions at regional and global levels to address issues that are 

beyond the grasp of national governments.                                                                

 

 However, the proponents of this school differ as to what constitute the  impetus of globalization. 

While some emphasize  the disappearance of territoriality and the weakening of the state  
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championed by the revolution in the information technology   as the driving force of 

globalization,(Rosenau 1994; Slaughter 1997:184; Fitzgerald 1997:739-40; Keohane& Nye 

Jr.1998:83; Stephen Kobrin1998, Scholte 1997, Scholte 2005. Held 1997,Held&McGrew 1999 

Held &McGrew 2003) A good number of scholars  recognised that “supraterritoriality  or 

deterritorialization to borrow the words of Scholte does not lead to complete loss of state power. 

The state has continued to show amazing resilience and continues to retain substantial 

autonomy.(Rodrik,1997:21; Keohane & Nye Jr 1998:81-3; Drucker 1997:159, Nandi & 

Shahidullah 1998:4;  Scholte 2005) There are also those who argue that the driving force of 

globalization are the activities of Multinational Corporations (MNCs) which operate in many 

countries at the same time making strategic global decisions and acting locally ( Susan Strange in 

Hirst 1997:417). However Deanne Julius (1997:460) asserts that contrary to the popular notion 

that globalization enhances the power and economic benefits of  MNCs it does the contrary as it 

erodes the powers and autonomy of business firms and sharpens the incidence of conflicts among 

stakeholders… because of their diverse interests and make management more difficult thereby 

slowing down the globalization process. This view is merely protectionist of MNCs as the major 

beneficiary of globalization. Yet there is the cultural variant of this school popularised by 

Fukuyama (1989) in his universalization thesis of  and western liberal democracy as the final 

form of human government; Benedict Anderson’s “imagined communities’ (1983) and Benjamin 

Nelson’s in his ‘intercivilizational encounters’(1981) all (quoted in Nandi &Shahidullah 

1998:6).The cultural globalists sees the abolishment of differences, the spreading of a common 

frame of action across the world societies as the driving force of globalization. The universalism 

thesis has been debunked by Samuel Huntington(1996b). He contends that the universalism 

thesis which rests on the dominance of and the eclipsing of other civilization by the western 

civilization is a fallacy. It is a belief that is not only arrogant and false but also dangerous. It rests 

on two false premises, the coca colonization thesis and the modernization thesis. He argues that 

to equate culture with the consumption of material goods and to argue that the spread of pop 

culture and consumer goods around the world represents the triumph of western civilization 

which is the cornerstone of the coca colonization thesis depreciates the strength of other cultures 

while trivializing western culture by identifying it with fatty foods, faded pants and the fizzy 

drinks .  Such presumption is predicated on western arrogance which can only lead to a clash 

between western civilization and other civilizations. He further contends that  modernization 

may lead to shared values  but shared values does not necessarily lead to uniformization  or mean 

homogenization of cultures rather he for sees culture assertiveness as modernization deepens. 

(Huntington, 1993a; Huntington, 1996b) He puts it thus:  
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Modernization and economic development neither require nor produce westernization. To the 

contrary they produce a resurgence of and renewed commitment to indigenous cultures 

(Huntington 199b6) 

 

Tomilinson (2003) however surmised that globalization far from destroying cultural identity has 

been perhaps the most significant force in creating and proliferating cultural identity. This is 

done through the deterritorializing character  of globalization which allows local experience to 

be determined not by local experiences alone but also by other influences that continuously 

invade the local experience; as Giddens (in Tomilinson 2003 ) put it “actions at a distance are 

increasingly consequential for our experience”. In other words ‘cultural experience is in various 

ways lifted out of its traditional anchoring in particular localities (Tomilinson 2003). 

Tomilinson’s  view is akin to Rosenau’s idea of distant proximities in which the dynamics of the 

local interact with global dynamics in such complex manner that both influence each other. So 

while globalization on one hand uniformizes certain experiences, in another vein it reproduces 

particularities that sometimes challenge the universalization process.  

 

Globalization: The Radical Perspective  

This school of thought is premised on the logic that globalization is capitalist driven, it represents 

the ongoing internationalization of capital or its expansionist policies. Hence scholars writing 

from this perspective tend to focus on the cost/benefit dimension of globalization by identifying 

the classes, groups and communities most hit by globalization or its major beneficiaries.  Nnoli 

(2006:87) thus defined it as a phenomenon of capitalist expansion and accumulation. .Jinadu 

(1999:2) asserts that “it is the diffusion or trans-nationalisation of capital and of the dominant 

ideas of social and cultural organization that under gird and propel it to other societies from the 

most advanced societies. Offiong (2001:1)explained that it “the consummation of the 

internationalisation  of capitalism and associated institutions of the people of the globe which 

began  several centuries ago”. Ake argues that it is the march of capital all over the world in 

search of profits, a process reflected in the reach and power of multinational corporations. (Ake 

1995 in Nabudere 2000 :11) Abdel Rahman (1999) referred to it as “a homogenization process 

that virtually turns out to be a hegemonization process in which a global power asserts its 

domination over the  other  by locating itself as the economic, political and cultural centre  of the 

universe.” Ake (1997:285) summarised it thus:  

 
Globalization is economically driven. Its core phenomenon and defining element is the 

irresistible expansion of capitalism, its conquest and subsumption of other modes of production 

and circulation and the hegemonization of its values across the globe.                 
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An issue raised by some of these definitions is the newness or otherwise of this phenomenon. For 

the Sceptics as Held and McGrew (1999) labelled them there is nothing new about globalization. 

According to Watkins (1997) the idea that the globalised world economy is a recent product is a 

conceit of the late twentieth century. This is because from the early days of the industrial 

revolution, manufacturers were concerned to create global markets. For Hirst (1997:420) there is 

nothing new about the present globalization process, as international trade and investment 

linking a growing number of countries has been going on for a long time. He argues that the 

internationalization of capital can be traced historically and has followed three major phases. The 

first is ‘belle epoch’ -1870-1914, followed by the second phase identified as the ‘great boom’ 

that began after the Second World War and ended with the OPEC oil price crisis in 1973. The 

third phase began after the adjustment of the oil price shocks of 1973 and was characterised by 

the liberalization of capital movements, the deregulation of the major financial markets and the 

adoption of floating exchange rates (p.412).   For him the conception of a global economy based 

on supranational and footloose transnational companies is a false one; instead the world 

economy remains dominated by three major blocs, the triad of Europe, Japan and North America 

(p.410). For Nabudere (2000:14) globalization encompasses five phases of development, 

namely; the Christian universalism and new trade era, the scientific age, the industrial and 

capitalist revolution period, capitalist imperialism period and the period of internationalization 

and globalization. Nnoli (2006:87) argues that certain characteristics distinguish the present 

globalization process from other forms of capitalist expansion. First, is the emergence of the 

transnational corporation as the major agent for the world wide expansion of private capital and 

the capitalist market. The second is the emergence of financiers and speculators who are 

independent of production and trade that they were designed to service in the first place. The 

third and the last feature is the communication revolution that makes possible both the speedy 

and the safe transportation of goods and money to corners of the world, and an instantaneous all 

day and all night communication from one end of the world to another, alongside the emergence 

and transnationalisation of a new and dominant technology (computers) and the increasing 

cumulation and importance of knowledge for production, economy and culture in general. He 

equated globalization with imperialism and notes that like imperialism it is a dynamic 

phenomenon that changes in accordance with the laws of capitalist expansion. Consequently it 

has assumed different focus in the past, such as slave trade, legitimate trade, colonialism and 

neo-colonialism. Today it is simply called globalization. (Nnoli 2000:174) Tabb (1999) thus 

notes that ‘accumulation is the main driving force of the world economy, along with its 

correlates, capital-capital competition and capital-labor exploitation. For this reason it is better to 
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speak of ‘the capitalist system rather than ’the global market. He considers the idea of a helpless 

state in the face of the all powerful global market a myth as the state in a capitalist state is but a 

structural part of the capitalist system, and in this way the state is also an active participant in the 

structuring of globalization.  This school of thought also emphasized the fragmenting character 

of the present globalization process in which the world, states, groups are divided into winners 

and losers. In effect it is a centripetal and centrifugal process. It homogenises as it fragments, or 

as Ake (1995 in Nabudere 2000:12) put it “it uniformalizes as it diversifies, concentrates and 

decentres…” Calhoun, Light and Keller (1997 in Offiong 2001:3) asked some fundamental 

questions; is globalization leading to a global village or global pillage of the planet and its 

people? Is it an opportunity or a threat?  While recognising that globalization has knit the people 

of the world more closely together in many respects, it has at the same time divided the 

population of many countries and regions of the world into losers and winners; Africa 

constituting one of the loser regions. This view was aptly captured by Herman (1999) when he 

asserts that: 

 

The gap in incomes between the 20% of the world’s population in the richest and poorest 

countries has grown from 30 to 1 in 1960 to 82 to 1 in 1995, and the Third world conditions 

have in many respects worsened. Per Capita incomes have fallen in more than 70 countries 

over the past 20 years; some 3 billion people –half the world’s population live on under two 

dollars a day; and 800 million suffer from malnutrition. In the Third World unemployment are 

rampart, massive poverty exists side by side with growing elite affluence and 75 million people 

a year or more seeking asylum or employment in the North, as Third World governments allow 

virtually unrestricted capital flight and seek no options but to attract foreign investment. 

 

In a similar vein,  Parenti (2007) asserts that free trade (one of the fundaments of globalization) 

is not fair trade as it benefits stronger nations at the expense of weaker ones and rich interests at 

the expense of the rest of us. In his view globalization has turned the clock back on the reforms 

of the 20
th

 C as people and labour lose protection against the machinations of capital. Martin 

Khor (2007) notes that free trade agreements have not benefited developing countries that 

entered into such deals, especially in the area of intellectual property rights, as they have more 

problems sourcing knowledge and medicine. Stiglitz (2002; 2003) has severally stated that 

countries which reaped benefits from globalization are those that took charge of their own 

destiny  and managed the process by themselves rather than relying on the notion of a self 

regulated market and its untold problems or  the speculative reform agenda of the IMF and other 

International Financial Institutions(IFIs). In other words the failure of many countries in the 

globalization process should be sought in those countries reliance on the “imperfect market 
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mechanisms” and the dictates of IFIs. In his own assessment of the winner take all character of 

globalization, Dani Rodrik (1997) asked some fundamental questions: 

(a) To what extent have capital mobility and the outsourcing of production increased the 

suitability of domestic labour across national boundaries, thereby aggravating the 

economic insecurity confronting workers (in addition to exerting downward pressure on 

their wages. 

(b) Are the distributional implications of globalization reconcilable with the domestic 

concepts of distributive justice? 

(c) Does trade with countries that have different norms and social institutions clash with and 

undermine long standing domestic social bargains. 

(d) To what extent does globalization undermine the ability of national governments to 

provide the public goods that their citizens have come to expect including social 

insurance against economic risk? 

Some of these questions were partly answered by the Korten (1996:4) when he opined that  

(a) Economic globalization is causing severe economic dislocation and social mobility’ 

(b) The technological changes of the past few years have eliminated more jobs than they 

have created. 

(c) The global competition that is part and parcel of globalization leads to winner take all 

situations as those that come out on top win big and the losers lose even bigger. 

(d) Higher profits no longer mean more job security and better wages. 

 

The present occupy movements also referred to as the 99% taking over streets in the USA and 

other European countries like Britain protesting the big divide between the rich and the poor and 

the ravaging exploitative activities of the Banks and other financial institutions and MNCs attests 

to the loser/winner character of the present globalization. Its divisive character is felt both within 

and between states. To curb this disturbing tendency Korten suggests that economies should root 

power in the people and communities whose well being depends on a fair and efficient functional 

local ecosystem and market which eventually defines and enhances community life (p.23).  

Korten’s suggestion thus leads us to the subject matter of this paper, and that is, how does 

globalization affect and is in turn affected by democracy? What do we understand as democracy 

in this wise?  

. 

Democracy: Meaning and Content:  
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Democracy seem to have scored a historic victory over  all other alternative forms of 

governance, as almost all  countries profess to be either  democratic or  moving towards 

democracy. , yet all are dissimilar in many ways (Held 1993) . The general belief is that the 

nomenclature democracy bestows an aura of legitimacy and respectability on modern political 

life. Ake (1992) thus notes that “democracy spreads because it has been rendered meaningless 

and innocuous without losing its symbolic value. He opines that democracy is being 

universalized because it has been trivialized to the point that it is no longer threatening to power 

elites who want to enjoy democratic legitimacy without the notorious inconveniences of 

practising democracy. This view remains controversial in the face of the mass protest being 

witnessed in many countries of the Arab World and Africa since the beginning of the year. Yet is 

still to be ascertained these protests is a demand for democratization of the political space or the 

quest for better standard of living. In addition the variations in the practice of democracy 

amongst the countries that claim to be so leaves the impression of a concept immersed in a 

multiplicity of meaning and praxis.  

The most popular notion of democracy is that of the Western Liberal school. This school 

conceives of democracy in terms of popular representation, periodic elections, multi-partism, 

tolerance of opposing views, rule of law and enjoyment of basic human rights. These tenets had 

its origin in the classical democracy of Athens and Greece in which the citizens were both the 

creators and subject of power. The complexity of modern day nation state system necessitated 

the representative variant. 

There has however been an ongoing debate as to whether representative democracy is 

democratic enough to merit the name democracy(Madison in Held 1993) David Beetham (1993)  

x-rayed dimension of the concept by making a distinction between democracy and 

democratization.  He expressed the view that democracy represents an end while democratization 

expresses the direction of change towards the former. He argues that no society has attained 

democracy rather many societies are different positions in the democratic spectrum. He further 

notes liberalism acts as constraint to full realization of the democratization process. This 

constraint is what Huntington (1996a) termed the democracy paradox. That is democracy 

facilitating the coming into power of groups that appeal to indigenous ethnic and religious 

loyalties that are likely to be anti western and anti democratic; like  Islamic fundamentalist 

groups in Muslim countries.  He observes that although democracy checks tyrannical tendencies, 

its processes create or exacerbate problems like ethnicity, religious and communal conflict and 

increased crime. Goldsmith (1995) identifies two schools of thought in this regard- the pessimists 

and the optimists. The pessimists argue that political participation and economic growth are at 
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variance because democratic politics is antithetical to social saving and capital accumulation. For 

this reason , poor countries must choose between democratic freedom and material or economic 

growth. As  it is impossible for them to pursue the two simultaneously authoritarianism may 

serve them better in the early stage of development because tough regimes do a superior job of 

bringing order to society thereby laying firmer foundation for material improvement than 

democracy. Negating the autocratic-development thesis Talboth(1996) contends that elected 

leaders enjoy firmer foundation for economic development even where it calls for stringent 

measures because of the legitimacy they enjoy. In addition the  autocracy –development thesis is 

further negated by the experiences of most African states in the past decades which in spite of 

autocratic character of their regimes  did not evidence any sign of development but rather   sent 

their countries into the depths of economic social and political quagmire as corruption, 

indiscipline, capital flight, debt burden  food crisis hunger/starvation, ethnic feuds , deteriorating 

infrastructure, devalued currency, crime and increased rate of social decay became the hallmark   

of these states.. Thus the only achievement of such regimes was the continuous development of 

underdevelopment. In addition in the face of the mass protest otherwise known as the Arab 

spring in many Arab countries since the beginning of 2011, the autocracy development thesis 

also fails. Libya is one of the most developed African countries but it crashed because of the 

autocracy of the regime   and the quest by the people for political participation. Similarly Egypt  

which was one of the first countries to witness this mass protest and dethronement of autocratic 

leadership continues to boil because of the same tendency  by the interim military regime in 

place, not minding the seemingly high level of infrastructural development and standard of living 

in Egypt visa-vis other African states.   Ake (1993) observes that the confusion over what the 

democratic movement in Africa portends stems from its complex nature and the many 

components of the movement. For instance there are out of power politicians for whom 

democratization is less a commitment than a strategy for power; then ethnic ,national and 

communal groups who  are obliged to wage struggles for democratic incorporation because a 

manipulative leadership has seized state power in the name of an ethnic or national group;then 

ordinary people who are calling for a second independence having concluded that the politics of 

the present leadership ,far from offering any prospect of relief from underdevelopment, has 

deepened it immensely,; international human rights non- governmental organizations(NGOs) 

,which are only just beginning to perceive the relation between rights and democracy; 

international financial institutions, especially the International Monetary Fund and the World 

Bank, for whom democracy provides the political requirements for the operation of market 

forces; and finally  Western governments who support democracy in Africa as the process 
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through which the Universalizing of Western model of society can take place. The concerns of 

Ake over what democracy movement s portends for Africa leads us to the second variant of the 

debate by the optimists. The optimists argue that democracy accords with capitalism and its 

inherent competitive system, thus market competition is a necessary corollaryof democracy as 

democracy implies free market of interests, with the majority of interests emerging as the 

dominant interests. Haggard & Kaufman (1994) were apt to point out that market reforms have 

exacerbated both poverty and inequality, and therefore portend negative consequences for the 

urban poor and the working classes who suffer from cutbacks in subsidies for food, transport, 

fuel and decline in the provisions of services. In most of Africa ,despite the democratic process 

going on in most states, a large segment of the population live in abject poverty while the middle 

class the symbol of stability in any polity  are fast becoming  peasantized and  lumpen 

proletarians  in  their bid for survival. This has been the effect of market reforms and structural 

Adjustment in Africa . Ibeanu (unpublished) even argues that the idea of democracy as free 

market of interests is a misnomer , as some interests do not feature at all in the market. This 

explains the upsurge of revolts and mass uprising in different societies at different epochs in 

history.  This leads us to the arguments of those I termed the radical school many of who 

perceive and conceive democracy from a Marxist perspective. 

 

This school of thought aptly represented by Claude Ake (1992) argue that the meaning of 

democracy as popular power has never been in question, the meaning only changed when certain 

interests attempted a redefinition of the concepts to placate and sustain certain interests. These 

interests are the interests of capital. Capitalism Ake argues is admittedly one type of democratic 

possibility because it bases government on the consent of the governed and insists on freedom, 

the guarantee of rights, the rule of law and the taming of the state. But it has its downside too, for 

under capitalism rights tend to be abstract rather than concrete, the consent of the governed is 

usually taken rather than given and unduly high tolerance of inequality compromises the liberties 

of some or even most citizens. To this Ibeanu (2007) added that there is a synergy between 

capitalism and market electoral democracy otherwise known as liberal democracy. He argues 

that in capitalist societies, people are first and foremost commodity bearers who exist as self –

interested, formally free and aggressively competitive individuals. Thus being socially atomized, 

these self interested proprietors evolve a political architecture that is akin to the market. Thus the 

same conditions that activate the market also activate market democracy, namely thorough going 

commoditisation arising from the separation of the producer from the means of production. He 

notes that the most critical aspects of this political architecture are elections and the rule of law. 
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He notes that once this system is achieved, the dominance of capital is then reproduced almost 

automatically (and legitimately) in all sphere of social life, or at all levels of social structure 

/relations. Consequently the capitalist society appears as one huge market in which this logic of 

commodity production and exchange drives both the political and ideological. Thus while the 

market finds political expression in elections, market forces are incarnated politically in the rule 

of law. Thus the vote is valorised in market electoral democracy just as money is valorised in the 

market. Ake (1992) however surmised that if liberal democracy is the best that we can have, then 

there is the need to resist the urge to idealize it but rather strive to improve it. In other words, the 

right that it guarantees should be concretized to contribute meaningfully to peoples’ existence.  

For instance the right to life will not make much meaning to starving populace neither will right 

to private property be meaningful to unemployed populace. However where the state is hijacked 

by powerful interests, domestic or external, it cannot fulfil its obligations to the citizenry thus 

limiting the democratic ethos (Held 1993). This is the dilemma posed by the import of 

globalization in realising the democratic aspirations of the people within the nation state system. 

 

 

The Interface of Globalization and Democracy. 

Democracy seem to have scored a historic victory over all alternative forms of governance, 

almost one and all regions professes to be democratic or to be identified as one yet all are 

dissimilar in several ways(Held, 1993:13). It seems that democracy enjoys popularity because it 

harbours something that not only makes it attractive to all, but also bestows an aura of legitimacy 

and respectability on political life. Claude Ake (1997:282) however pointed out that democracy 

spreads because it has been rendered meaningless and innocuous without losing its symbolic 

value. Democracy he opines is being universalised because it has been trivialised to the point that 

it is no longer threatening to the power elites who want to enjoy democratic legitimacy without 

the notorious inconvenience of practicing democracy. Ake’s observation tends to capture the true 

character of the newly established democracies in Africa. The crisis associated with liberal 

democracy in many states of Africa that often tend to tear the state and the peoples apart 

confirms  Bamidele Ojo’s  view (2004) “that the mere adoption (importation ) of democratic 

ideas and /or institutions  does not necessarily guarantee effective take off of democracy. 

Darimani (2006) on his part notes that although Africa has established many democratic 

institutions, the practice of true democracy and good governance has proven to be elusive. These 

observations no doubt put a question mark on Fukuyama’s claim about liberal democracy having 

scored a historic victory and therefore the endpoint of political ideology. Larry Diamond (1997) 
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in his thesis of “progressive ‘hollowing out’ of formal democracy” contends that from a 

developmental perspective, the fate of democracy is open-ended. Democracy he argues   

generally emerges in different ‘parts‘or stages through many different paths and degrees in 

different countries, and electoral democracy are only one element of full political democracy. He 

further asserts that democratic development can move in  opposite directions in the sense that 

‘just as electoral democracies can become more democratic in the sense of being more liberal, 

more constitutional, more competitive, more accountable, more inclusive, and more  vigorously 

participatory so can they also become more illiberal, abusive, corrupt, exclusive, narrow, 

unresponsive,  unaccountable and less democratic. He opines that democracy may not only 

become diminished in political quality over time, it may even effectively disappear not merely 

through the breakdown or overthrow of formal democratic institutions but through more 

insidious processes of decay. This explanation he argues is necessary in understanding the 

trajectory of democratic change all over the world especially in the last few years. States have 

been moving towards democracy as they have also been moving away from it. Larry Diamond’s 

thesis thus challenges Huntington’s thesis that labelled the transition to democracies in many 

countries since the late 80’s the third wave or what Fukuyama referred to as the end of history. 

Scholars like Diamond are saying that there is nothing spectacular about the democratic upsurge 

of the 80’s and 90’s, as there were equally similar upsurge in the number of states degenerating 

into autocracies (Diamond 1997). However the fact that the number of liberal democratic states 

from his own data rose from 76(46.1%) in 1990 to 117(61.3%) in 1996 is something spectacular 

that demands significant attention. Hence the need to examine the effects of globalization on the 

proliferation of democratic changes marking this period.  

 On this note the liberal and the radical schools share common ground in the sense that they all 

agree that globalization has immense effects and also implications for democracy and democratic 

consolidation in all states especially the poor states.  Joseph   Stiglitz (2002) arguing from a 

liberal perspective contends that the problem is not with globalization but with the management 

of globalization. He argues that where states allow the IFI’s like the International Monetary Fund 

(IMF) to manage globalization for them, it has always spelt doom for the singular reason that the 

IFI’s have pushed a particular ideology –market fundamentalism –that is both bad economics 

and bad politics, and without a broader vision of society or the role of economics within society. 

What is worse, these economic policies have been pushed in ways that undermine democracy. 

He identifies the liberalization of the financial and capital market which allowed investors to 

push in and pull out money out of economies sometimes leaving such economies economically 

devastated as the most adverse effect of globalization.  Held (1997) contends that globalization 
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has affected democracy  since the locus of effective political power is no longer located solely  in 

the nation state  but is shared and battered by diverse forces and agencies at the national, regional 

and international levels. He evoked the thesis of the ‘relevant community’ to argue that the 

trajectories of globalization has led to a world of overlapping  membership in which actions and 

policies in one state has effects on the policies and citizens of other states. In this kind of 

scenario, it becomes necessary to have ‘cosmopolitan democratic order’ in which problems of 

international dimension will be  handled at the regional and global level as a compliment to the 

local and national ones .Cosmopolitan democracy will seek to entrench and develop democratic 

institutions at regional and global levels as a necessary compliment to those at the level of nation 

state in order to capture and engage the effervescent and virtual transnational actors that are 

beyond the reach of national governments and their citizens. What is not clear is how the new 

cosmopolitan democracy Held  advocates differs from the old and emergent international bodies 

(UNO) and regional blocs (EU,AU,OAS etc) that have been trying to grapple with these 

problems ever since. How democratic are these organizations as representative of popular 

interests and not dominant interests. On the other hand Barber (2001:300) notes that the problem 

of today’s globalization process is that it is essentially economic, (and even social cum cultural) 

without globalizing the democratic institutions that historically were the context for the evolution 

of the free markets and emergence of powerful corporations. He points out that the history of 

capitalism and free markets has been one of a synergy with democratic institutions. Democracy 

has been a precondition for free markets .Both has always helped and sustained each other. 

Freedom in market has helped to sustain freedom in politics and freedom in the political domain 

has helped the market and also helped to regulate and contain its irregularities, contradictoriness, 

its tendencies towards self destruction around monopoly, and around the eradication of 

competition. But this synergy has been destroyed by the current globalization that globalizes the 

market without globalizing democracy. The result has been a kind of ‘mafia racy’ –cum –

anarchy, a brutal social Darwinism sometimes called ‘wild capitalism’ which has not only been 

destructive to democracy but to capitalism as well, leaving the economy in considerable chaos. 

Thus economic globalization in the absence of civic and political globalization has meant a 

globalization of our vices without a parallel globalization of virtues. Barber however failed to 

state how democracy will be globalized to tame the anarchy he foresees. In answer to the 

question “Can the Global Economy be Civilized? Gerald Karl Heleiner (2000) posits that current 

efforts to improve governance  in the newly globalized economy are heavily biased towards the  

interests of the governments, firms and peoples of the wealthiest of the world and this bias will 

no be easily overcome. How ever greater efforts will have to be made by developing countries 
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themselves, who despite increased activism in some areas, have still been fairly quiescent in 

recent years to develop positions that are in their agreed collective interests and then to press 

them in the relevant multilateral fora. The ideas of these liberal thinkers go to show that 

globalization has not been very kind to democratic values of participation, equity, fairness in 

competition and social justice. Efforts have been made to globalize democracy but only in so far 

as it aids the market. That has been the problem of the new romance with democracy in many 

parts of the world especially Africa in which liberal democracy albeit good governance and its 

attendant competitive elections have been made a condition for receiving aid and debt re-

scheduling/cancellation, thus leading to its description as virtual or façade or smokescreen 

democracy (Joseph 1997:4; Austin 1996:204; Chabal,1994:84). This has become the departure 

point of the radical scholars who posit that the present globalization with its aggressive capitalist 

character can not engender nor sustain democracy (Ake 1997;Nnoli 2000,Nabudere 2000). The 

radical school argue that globalization harms democracy because democracy only make meaning 

within the territoriality of the nation state, yet globalization has made nonsense of territoriality as 

decisions which affect peoples lives and shape public policies are made in distant places often 

anonymously by agents and forces beyond the control of the nation state. The dilemma arising 

from this is that political entity which ideally materializes popular sovereignty and the fullness of 

freedom has less and less power while amorphous space of transnational phenomena which is not 

amenable to democratic control has more power. A paradox Ake (1997:291) termed “democracy 

without empowerment and power inaccessible to democratization.” As Scholte (1998) put it “by 

globalising, capitalism has made the traditional model of democracy impracticable. In addition 

globalization not only limits democracy, it also obfuscates the targets of democratic struggle, 

because it is difficult to identify the oppressors as they are dispersed in various territories .Hence 

Ake (1997) asked: 

 
How can people organise against oppressive power which is impersonal, invisible, and fluid, 

power which is always flowing into spaces beyond our grasp and immune to the institutional 

checks on power in our locality (p.291). 

  

 

Nnoli (2000:182-3) thus surmised that globalization undermines democratic struggle because of 

its ability to diminish the relevance of the nation state. In his view it is only within the nation 

state that democratic intensity is greatest; because the state as the traditional repository of 

sovereignty has ultimate power, which monopolises the means of coercion to an extent unknown 

to any other sub-state or supranational political institution. This power which includes that over 

life and death within the borders of the state is the other side of democratic freedom and self 
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realisation. It is this power that gives concreteness to the democratic intensity that underlies 

democratic struggles. In effect as relevance of the nation-state diminishes so does that of 

democracy, including even liberal democracy, because ideally democracy is realised within the 

context of a national organisation of politics and power. By whittling away the power of the 

nation–state, globalization is exerting a significant negative impact on democracy. Nabudere  on 

his part contends that the ideology of market reforms that has accompanied the globalization 

import in Africa is not only diminishing the state through its downsizing formula  but  is also 

redefining democracy; where democracy has been reduced to the market‘s new terminology or 

concept of ‘good governance.’  Good governance he opines focuses only at the administrative 

aspects of democratic governance. It gives more prominence to choice under the market forces 

than giving voice to the underprivileged. Associated with the concept of good governance is the 

concept of the effective or efficient or capable state. The capable or effective state provides an 

enabling environment for the private sector to generate economic growth, jobs and income. Good 

governance is therefore the ideological superstructure of the Market. And for the state to be 

capable to implement good governance it has to downsize, and roll back and allow private 

enterprises to lead the economy ( Nabudere, 2000;Obianyo, 2007).  However the downsize and 

roll back policy of the market diminishes democracy as it has led to cuts in government spending 

for social provisioning, job losses, poverty, and inequality (Haggard & Kaufman,1994:10).  In 

addition the people who are the ‘summum bonum’  of democracy are not participants in many of 

these market policies that hurt them, as decisions are made by IFI’s and other international 

donors  that are beyond the reach of the people. This fact has contributed to the loser status of 

many African states in the globalization process. Stiglitz (2002) has reasoned that states that 

benefit from globalization are those that take their own fate into their hands and thus have 

control on how the global process affects them and more importantly are capable of tailoring the 

processes to their needs. 

 

 Against this backdrop this paper  assesses the effects of globalization on democracy in Nigeria 

between 1999 and 2007.Tthe concept of globalization shall be employed as an analytical frame 

work. Globalization in this vein is seen not necessarily as a process or an endpoint of global 

phenomenon but as a dynamic intellectual construct that enables us to unravel the intricate 

network of relationships and processes that determine and under gird actions policies and events 

within nation states. It emphasises the multiplicity of linkages and interconnectedness that 

surpasses the nation states, which together constitute the modern world system.(Offiong 

2001:1)It seeks to explain events within states not just from the local perspective/experiences but 
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how the local or domestic is affected by the  transnational  or events and actors outside the 

borders of the nation state. It recognises the dynamic interaction between the local and the 

international and or transnational, especially the activities of non -state actors in factoring 

changes and influencing policy alternatives in domestic politics. In this vein the concept of 

globalization will help to explain how the phenomenon of globalization has influenced, affected 

and or impacted on democracy and the democratization process in Nigeria. 

 

Globalization and Democratization Wave in Nigeria: History and Dynamics. 

Nigeria’s history is one replete with the attempts at democratization .The series of attempts have 

met with outright failure or severe obstacles namely; colonialism, neo-colonialism, inter and 

intra class struggle, inter and intra ethnic antagonisms, maladministration, military rule, 

corruption and economic underdevelopment and dependency. All these factors jointly and 

severally contributed in one way or the other in botching Nigeria’s hope towards democratization 

and democracy. However the major stop gap in Nigeria’s experience towards realising the 

democratic ideals was military rule. Military rule slowed the pace of democratic experiencing in 

Nigeria. The first phase of military interregnum was between 1966 to 1979.Nigeria then had 

another short exercise in democratic experiment which terminated in December 1983 with 

another coup de tat. Military dictatorship continued till May 1999. However during the long haul 

of military dictatorship, various military regimes romanced with the idea of transition to 

democracy, new constitutions were drafted, parties were formed and disbanded, politicians were 

banned and un-banned and  elections were conducted and cancelled. However many of these 

factors did not spur the agitation for democracy as much as the economic hardship and abuse of 

human rights that accompanied the economic policy of structural adjustment Programme (SAP). 

SAP and its accompanying market reform programmes ushered in the first experience of nascent 

globalization process in Nigeria. In fact the debate preceding the adoption of SAP in Nigeria was 

Nigerians first brush with the international financial institutions (IFIs) which are the major 

vehicles of economic globalization. In that debate majority of Nigerians opposed the Nigeria’s 

acceptance of the International Monetary Fund (IMF) loan and its conditionalities  but the 

military regime of Babangida ignored the people’s feelings and went ahead to adopt the Funds 

stabilisation program. Central to this policy is the substantial devaluation of the Naira through 

the interplay of market forces, rationalization and privatization of public enterprises, removal of 

subsidies especially those for petroleum products and certain social services.(Dibua 1994:252) 

Other measures include trade liberalization, elimination of price control, wage freeze, staff 

retrenchment in public enterprises and the  nation’s bureaucracy, public expenditure cuts, etc 
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(Adejumobi 1994:269,Obianyo 2005). The political import of SAP is  that market value which 

guarantees choice and promotes efficiency is expected to be the guiding principle in both the 

economic and political arena. In other words economic decentralization is expected to encourage 

and stimulate the devolution of political power and a decentralised form of politics, in which the 

state yields ground and political space to the civil society (Adejumobi 1994:265). Thus the 

paradox of SAP is that it has harbours both an authoritarian and democratic logic. A logic that is 

inherently contradictory. SAP was not opened to the democratic logic of popular participation 

and popular will, moreover, its implementation involves the use of repressive coercive apparatus 

of the state against the people, yet it was expected to midwife democratization process that will 

sustain it. This logic best explains the state sponsored democratization project that accompanied 

SAP implementation, in which the military state formed parties, built party offices and awarded 

votes as it chooses to those members of the political class that were fortunate to pass the hurdles 

set by the regime. The inherent contradictions of SAP and its democratic logic meant only one 

thing –failure. Not only did SAP fail but also the democracy it attempted to hoist on the people. 

For the people SAP meant only  one thing–hardship which was manifest in job 

losses/unemployment, lower standard of living, decreased purchasing power, closure of small 

scale local industries, increased cost of living,  poor infrastructures, decrease in real wages; in 

fact the promotion of an impoverishment cycle. This was also accompanied by the regimes 

ruthless acts of intimidation, repression and oppression in its effort to consolidate SAP. This 

effort elicited mass protests from students, workers market women, professional bodies, and 

labour in the various protests that followed in 1988,1989,1990,1992 respectively (Dibua 

1994:255 Adejumobi 1994: 269-270). Thus SAP and the hardship it generated set the stage for 

serious longing for democracy and activities towards its realization.  The resistant activities 

towards the adjustment policies sent a signal to international capital that the dreams of the reform 

may not be realised under authoritarian regimes  and that the outcome of any internally-inspired 

and directed democratization process would be anti imperialism, hence the need to support the 

democratization efforts of the people.  From thence, democratization became a condition for aid 

and support from international capital (Dibua 1994:246).  States that refuse to tow the line were 

side tracked and made pariah states.  It is against this backdrop that we can understand the quest 

by the military to transit to a democracy and the efforts made by several of them to change from 

military head of state to civilian president in a stage managed political process that will ensure 

their emergence and survival. When this ambition could not be realised by the incumbents as a 

result of intra class struggle that engulfed the military class they decide in yet a survival bid to 

pass the mantle of leadership to one of their own long retired from service and serving a prison 
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sentence as a result of the squabbles in the military class. Thus, with the demise of Gen Abacha, 

Gen Abubakar, that succeeded him in alliance with his close associates in the military decided to 

grant pardon to Rtd Gen Olusegun Obasanjo who was serving prison sentence on treason charges 

by Gen Abacha. The military regime of Abubakar in a (pre-determined) electoral process handed 

over the mantle of leadership to Rtd. Gen. Olusegun Obasanjo as the civilian elected president of 

Nigeria in May 29
th

 1999.  It is also important to point out that repression and hardship generated 

by SAP led to the formation of vibrant pro-democracy civil society groups that challenged 

military autocracy and human rights abuse in Nigeria. These include the Campaign for 

Democracy-(CD), National Democratic Coalition (NADECO), Civil Liberties Organization 

(CLO), Constitutional Rights Project (CRP), Campaign for the Defence of Human Rights 

(CDHR), National Association of Democratic Lawyers (NADL), and National Democratic 

Coalition (NADECO). Worthy of mention also is the activities of the various labour movements 

and Professional associations, like the Nigerian Labour Congress (NLC), Academic Staff Union 

of Universities (ASUU) Nigerian Bar Association (NBA), National Association of Nigerian 

Students (NANS) Petroleum and Natural Gas Senior Staff Association of Nigeria 

(PENGASSAN) These groups were not only anti SAP but were also committed to the 

termination of military rule (Jega, 2007:40-1; Momoh: 1994:179).There was also the push from 

the ethnic minority and identity groups clamouring for social justice and equal treatment from 

the Nigerian state. These include the Movement for Survival of Ogoni People MOSOP, the 

Yoruba O’odua Peoples’ Congress, Afenifere –a Yoruba pan cultural group with a lot of political 

clout. In fact it is believed that OPC is the militant wing of Afenifere, but most especially the 

Nigerian print media. All these groups were stirred to action in favour of democracy by the harsh 

economic conditions, human rights abuse and repressive policies of the Military regime of 

Babangida and Abacha. What is remarkable  about this democratic upsurge is that it was 

generated by the forces of  globalization namely, advances in information technology –email, 

mobile phone, e-banking,  political, economic and social activities  as well as  the activities of 

global bodies like the United Nations and  the IFI’s  which eventually got into the   

democratization wagon by  making it  a condition  for aid and assistance from western donors 

and countries. For instance, the UN General Assembly resolution 45/150which states that “the 

authority to govern shall be based on the will of the people, as expressed in periodic election and 

genuine elections”; and resolution 45/151 which states that “any extraneous activities that 

attempt, directly or indirectly to interfere in the free development of national electoral processes 

constituted a violation of the United Nations Charter (Okwechime 2005). However the second 

resolution was violated by the international actors as many of these local NGOS at a point relied 
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on international capital and other global civil society organizations of the west to drive home 

their demand. Many of them relied on donations from these groups and especially on the 

pressure mounted by the countries of the West. For example MOSOP quest for social justice and 

attack on the Nigerian state gained momentum when they got the support of the Unrepresented 

Nations and peoples Organization (UNPO), an international organization founded in 1991 with 

headquarters at the Hague, dedicated to the protection of the minorities. UNPO helped to link 

MOSOP to other agencies that funded its activities. It also got a media window to present its case 

to the world through the British National Television Network Channel Four. (Bob N.D)  It is 

significant to point out that as the state in Nigeria look out side to draw up its policies and 

support, the people  also resorted to the same international  actors international media coverage 

and even the internet facilities to  publicise its case and  to contain if not nullify the activities of 

the state against democracy. Thus before Gen Abacha passed away he was already sanctioned by 

the West and Nigeria declared a pariah state. These actions forced the hands of the military to 

hand over to an ‘elected’ government in 1999. 1999-2007 was a period of organized civil society 

explosion in Nigeria As a result of the globalization process. On the political realm the activities 

of the international organizations like Transparency International which reported the negative 

placing of Nigeria on the corruption ladder led to the formation of many more anti corruption 

groups, and boosted the morale of existing ones.  Groups like Zero-Corruption Coalition, 

Transparency Nigeria (TI), Freedom of Information Coalition (FOI) Extractive Industry 

Transparency Initiative (NEITI), Publish What You PAY (PWYP), Global Watch, and NNGO 

etc directed their search light on the activities of the Nigerian state especially on the profligate 

spending and bribery that characterize oil exploration in Nigeria. Many of these groups were 

funded by western donor agencies. However, some scholars have expressed their reservation on 

the interest served by civil society organizations funded by agencies whose interests align with 

those of foreign capital. Some have attributed their presence to the good governance thesis 

projected by the World Bank and IMF as a necessary condition for the success of the reform 

agenda. In fact to ensure the democratic train did not stop mid way, many groups were also 

formed to monitor the 2003 and 2007 election in conjunction with foreign election monitor 

observers. The idea of election monitoring argues Okwechime (2005:540) can be attributed to 

the UN’s General Assembly later resolution 46/137which appears to contradict the earlier ones. 

With the later resolution the UN endorsed the idea of the General Secretary initiative to in setting 

up an office to handle election monitoring and other ancillary functions.  It is believed that while 

the earlier resolutions attempted to preserve the sovereignty of states the later one responded to 

demands of the international system led by the west interested in the outcome of the 
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democratization process in Africa. Thus election monitoring and observation became an 

important method of external involvement in the democratic process of African states. Thus by 

the 2003 election local monitoring groups in existence include the Transition Monitoring 

Group(TMG),Justice  Development Peace Initiative (JDPI),National Crime Prevention 

Campaign (NCPC),Freedom Organization of Nigeria(FON),Nigeria Labour Congress(NLC) 

Freedom Organization of Nigeria (FON),Social Justice Development Peace Committee (SDPC) 

.Their efforts were complimented by the activities of their foreign allies like the European Union 

Election Observer Mission(EU-EOM) led by Max Van den Berg, National Democratic 

Institute(NDI), International Republican Institute(IRI),  the Carter Centre Human Rights Watch 

(HRW), and the monitors from African Union (AU), Economic community of West African 

States (ECOWAS), the commonwealth, Japan and Norway.(Okwechime 2005:543-548) The 

presence of these foreign observers have not in any way improved the conduct of the election or 

its outcome as elections were still marred by massive irregularities and fraud. Though these 

observers witnessed the massive fraud and irregularities they still think the election outcome is 

credible enough to allow the winners to form the government and even advise opposition to 

accept the result and recourse to the rule of law to seek redress. For instance the Carter Centre 

was reported to have said about the 2003 election that his team had no evidence that the abuse 

affected the outcome of the 2003 election, the Commonwealth group saw the election despite the 

irregularities as an “accomplishment and important step in the consolidation of democracy in the 

nation”. On the basis of this kind of submission western government went ahead and endorsed 

the election and the government formed by Olusegun Obasanjo (Okwechime, 2005:549).  It is 

the belief of many Nigerians that the West was aiding and abating at the same time and that their 

commitment to democracy in Africa is not only suspect but is linked to their economic interests 

in Africa. President Obasanjo was a great apostle of economic reform of the IFIS and it was not 

surprising that the West and International Capital were ready to do business with him in so far as 

he is committed to the reform agenda. Thus Ake (2001:131) notes that “in so far as the North is 

interested in democracy, it promotes a kind of democracy whose relevance to Africa is 

problematic at best and at worst prone to engender contradictions that tend to derail or trivialize 

democratization in Africa.” Obasanjo’s strong commitment to the reform agenda not only 

reflected in the choice of his cabinet members some of whom were drawn from these IFIS or as 

many Nigerians believed hoisted on him to ensure that he does not derail from the reform 

agenda. Prominent amongst them were Dr. Ngozi Okonjo Iweala a staff of the World Bank who 

became the finance minister, Prof C.C Soludo,  the chief economic adviser who later became the 

Central Bank governor, was an IMF consultant in Nigeria, Dr Oby Ezekwesili who became in 
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charge of the Due Process  and Budget Monitoring Unit and later minister of  Solid Minerals and 

Education respectively and others. These persons made up the Economic team to drive home the 

reform agenda. Strengthened from outside the Obasanjo regime in his second coming embarked 

on massive economic reform and anti corruption crusade that placed more hardship on the people  

and triggered off  not only another cycle of impoverishment but also intimidation and repression 

of political opponents in the name of fight against corruption. It is important to note that during 

his first tenure in keeping with the ideology of good governance the regime set up two anti 

corruption agencies namely the Independent Corrupt Practices Commission (ICPC) and the 

Economic and Financial Practices Commission (EFCC) . This was a welcome idea to all 

Nigerians until it degenerated into an instrument of witch hunting of opponents of the President. 

This attempt also removed from the high credibility enjoyed by the EFCC which was the more 

agile institution in this regard. At a point the National Assembly had to amend the EFCC Act to 

make it more independent of executive interference. All these not withstanding the activities of 

these agencies especially the more agile EFCC led by the fearless Mallam Nuhu Ribadu  and 

Obasanjo’s total commitment to the reform agenda helped Nigeria got a rise in the Transparency 

International (TI) Corruption Perception Index between 2005 and 2007,moving from the second 

most corrupt country in 1999, 2001, and 2004 to the fifth most corrupt in 2005 and the twenty 

first and thirty second most corrupt country in 2006 and 2007 respectively.(TI CPI 1999-2007).It 

also fetched Nigeria the much needed debt relief to the  tune of $I8 billion. Empowered by this 

rising profile and support from global capitalist network as faithful operator of the reform project      

Obasanjo decided to have the constitution amended  to give him an opportunity for a third tenure 

which eventually did not materialize as both intra class opposition and opposition from the mass 

of the Nigerian citizenry helped to scuttle the ambition.  If the 2003 election was marred by 

irregularities, the 2007 April election was a complete fraud as there were no elections in many 

states and constituencies, or where they were held result sheets were withheld. The outcome was 

also a massively rigged election in favour of the choice of the incumbent out going President 

Obasanjo. The President inter-alia  declared that the 2007 election will be a do or die affair, and 

that he will be succeeded by one whom he is sure will continue with the reform agenda. And so it 

happened that any body he did not favour had no chance of contesting election or being elected 

even if he /she is a member of the ruling party, (PDP) (Obianyo 2007). Many opponents were 

barred from contesting under a spurious claim of being indicted by an administrative Panel set up 

by President Obasanjo. Thus in May 29
TH

 Alhaji Musa Yar’Adua was sworn in as President 

amidst outcries by the opposition parties and civil society organizations that monitored the 

election and declared it fraudulent. Huntington (1996a:8)  observations that the threat facing 
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third  wave  democracies  shall likely come not from generals and revolutionaries who have 

contempt for democracy but rather from participants in the democratic process is not only right 

but an apt description of the situation in Nigeria since 1999. These destructive participants he 

identified as “political leaders, and groups who win elections, take power, and then manipulate 

the mechanisms of democracy to curtail or destroy democracy”. The outcry of the people over 

the highly manipulated election of 2007 was submerged by the complicity of the international 

community led by the West. 

The decision of the international community to recognize the government of Alhaji Umaru Musa 

Yar’Adua angered many civil society organizations. Under the name Alliance for Credible 

Elections they petitioned the German President Ms Angela Merkel expressing their 

disappointment in allowing President Yar’Adua to attend the G-8 meeting in Germany in June 

2007(Ezeazu 2007).  This was evident of the complicity of International Capital led by the West 

in paying lip service to the democratization process in Africa.  Thus Ihonbvere (2000 in 

Okwechime 2000:550) asserts  that “democracy has taken a beaten in Africa, in that today most 

Africans are confused as to the real meaning and consent of democracy. In addition, its recent 

reduction to elections, elections certified as having been free and fair by election monitors who 

promptly depart and abandon the people to their misery under the leadership of democratic 

dictators made the situation worse.  

The import of my argument is that globalization especially the economic aspect engendered 

democratic movement in Nigeria but at the same time subverted the democratization process 

through economic disempowerment of the people and worse still through total disrespect of the 

will of the people through the ballot box, the fundamental ensemble of liberal democracy. Nnoli 

(2006) surmises that “liberal democracy might have worked well when the task of aggregating 

and compromising diverse interest was mainly confined within a national boundary. But when 

the task takes an international and global dimension, it can easily lead to governance 

inefficiency.” 

Apart, from the economic hardship occasioned by the reform and fraudulent elections, the 

country witnessed total disrespect of the rule of law as court orders and judgements were 

disrespected by the executive arm, series of impeachment of governors that refused to dance to 

the tune of the President were done in utter disregard of constitutional provisions; executive 

undue interference with legislative process. In addition social provisioning associated with 

liberal democracy also suffered as there was total dilapidation of infrastructures like roads, health 

facilities, and educational facilities and security as crime went on the rise endangering lives and 
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property while the government watched and did nothing. The influence of globalization in 

bringing about this sorry state of affairs is the focus of the next section 

   

 Trans-nationalization of Policy and Democracy in Nigeria. 

 It was with high hopes and eyes filled with expectations that Nigerians welcomed the Obasanjo 

led civilian regime in 1999, not minding the incongruities that attended the electoral victory after 

many years of repressive political measures and stringent economic policies, misrule and 

mismanagement of the military especially of the Abacha era. People reasoned that Gen. 

Obasanjo having suffered unjustly under the repressive rule of Gen Abacha  and as one of the 

chief critics of the Babangida SAP policies, will usher in an era of democratic space and 

favourable economic measures to stem the tide of social dislocations already evident in the fallen 

standard of living, high incidence of abject poverty, dilapidated social infrastructures and 

stultified welfare schemes. This was not to be as  the first  tenure of Gen. Olusegun Obasanjo as 

president marked another epoch in the constriction of the democratic space, high brow corruption 

in government and repressive economic policies that spiralled another epoch in the 

impoverishment process. The most critical and sensitive of these measures was the continuous 

de-regulation of the down stream sector of the petroleum industry, with his  continued upward 

review of the prices of petroleum products mostly used by the people namely ,motor fuel and 

kerosene, with serious negative  social and economic impact on the lives of the people. Thus the 

Obasanjo regime saw to the consolidation of the austere measures of the SAP era and 

constriction of the democratic space through abuse of the electoral process and fraudulent 

electoral victory that returned him to power in 2003. Put differently the regimes first four years 

was characterised by political repression, galloping inflation, daily devaluation of the naira 

against other currencies rising unemployment rate, endemic poverty, and escalated crime  rate 

amidst corruption, and lack of transparency and accountability that twice earned Nigeria the 

second most corrupt country in the world. In the light of these negative imaging of the country 

and the obstacles posed by corruption in the smooth implementation of the reform policies,   

Obasanjo’s second tenure  was marked  by a new policy initiative that will stem the tide of 

negative imaging of he country and also ensure the smooth implementation of the reform project 

without much hitches.  Immediately the cabinet was constituted, few of them were marked out as 

the economic team of the administration. This group led by Dr Ngozi Okonjo Iweala a staff of 

the World Bank, was to constitute the key policy implementers of the reform project instituted by 

the IFIS.   The major policy initiative of the group was termed NEEDS, which means New 
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Economic Empowerment Development Strategy. Needs is an embodiment of the entire market 

reform policy content of the administration.  

 

NEEDS as policy package aimed not just at changing the image of the country as corrupt and 

that of the regime as insensitive, unaccountable and lacking in transparency, but also to instil 

renewed vigour  and ideas in the implementation of the market reforms of the regime. In other 

words NEEDS served a dual purpose, first as an economic strategy in response to the vagaries of 

the asymmetries of globalization which expects development amidst stringent economic 

measures that alienates the people and secondly as an image making device for the 

administration(Obianyo 2005). It is against this backdrop that I shall assess the NEEDS initiative 

as an economic and political empowerment policy. 

 

 

 

 

NEEDS –Economic and Democratic Content –A critique  

 

According to the NEEDS document (2004) NEEDS is Nigerian’s home grown poverty reduction 

strategy. According to the executive summary 

 

It is a plan on the ground founded on a clear vision, sound values and enduring principles. It is 

a medium term strategy which derives from the country’s long term goals  of poverty reduction, 

wealth creation, employment generation and value re-orientation. NEEDS is a nationally 

coordinated framework of action in close collaboration with the state and local 

governments(with their State Economic Empowerment and Development Strategy-SEEDS) and 

other stakeholders to consolidate on the achievements of the last four years (1999-2003) and 

build a solid foundation for the attainment of Nigeria’s long term vision of becoming one of the 

largest  and strongest African Economy and a key player in the world economy. 

  

The summary further claim that NEEDS is fully owned by Nigerians though essentially a federal 

government programme. Its home grown character derives from the fact that it was endorsed  by 

the National Assembly, the National Economic Council(NEC) Private Stakeholders, NGOS and  

Civil Society Organizations . In addition its 35 member committee comprises of ministers, 

representatives of ministries, and agencies, president of manufacturers Association of Nigeria, 

president of the Nigerian Labour Congress (NLC), Chairman of the Coalition of Civil Society 

Organizations ,the Nigerian Economic Summit Group, etc. In addition NEEDS builds on the 

premise that that considerable progress was made between 1999-2003 with a successful civilian 

to civilian transition, government’s ability to deliver democracy dividends to the people, 

successful integration of Nigeria back into the international community and Nigeria’s leadership 

role in NEPAD, ECOWAS and The Commonwealth. NEEDS however recognizes that Nigeria 
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still faces several challenges and threats in not meeting the Millennium Development Goals 

(MDG) In order to remove this road block, NEEDS builds on the four lofty goals of poverty 

reduction, wealth creation employment generation and value reorientation. To accomplish and 

realise these aims rests on four key strategies: 

 

 Reforming Government and Institutions. 

 Growing the private Sector 

 Implementing a social Charter  

 Value Orientation 

 

An assessment of the NEEDS document and policy outlines presents it as an initiative saturated 

with contradictions. First, it claims to be home grown and owned by Nigerians having undergone 

wide consultations before its articulation .Yet a perusal of the list of those involved in the policy 

articulation presents NEEDS as an elitist agenda. In other words, is NEEDS home grown 

because the initiative originated from Nigerians or because it was packaged by Nigerians? The 

answer seems to reflect the latter option. Its policy formulation process followed the top down 

model that has always characterized policy initiatives in Nigeria and in which the people whose 

lives will be affected by the policy are hardly consulted. Secondly, the policy content of NEEDS 

reveals it as the handwork of the IFIS as its ideological frame work and content is rooted in 

market norms and reforms along the lines of the market, hence its endorsement by the 

International Financial Institutions. In fact NEEDS is nothing but an old wine in a new bottle, it 

is SAP re-clothed and brought back in a roundabout way to make it acceptable to the people. 

That explains its romance with the emotion laden and sensitive issues like poverty reduction, 

wealth creation employment generation etc geared towards buying the support of the people 

towards the policy. As Nnoli (2006:165) opined “The current National Economic Empowerment 

and Development Strategy (NEEDS) of Nigeria is a retrogressive version of SAP.” It focused on 

wealth creation and other sundry issues without giving any thought to wealth redistribution 

which is an important element of popular empowerment.  Thirdly, the strategies of NEEDS 

contradict the aims it hopes to achieve. NEEDS hope to achieve poverty reduction and create 

wealth /employment, yet a fundamental strategy of the policy rests on state shrinkage through 

privatization of key government enterprises and  staff rationalization or retrenchment, in a state 

where government has always been the largest employer of labour.(Obianyo 2005) The NEEDS 

apologist argue that this will free up resources for investment in areas that will benefit the poor, 
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yet we know that another key aspect of the project is  the retreat of the state even in the area of 

social provisioning. This explains the poor state of social infrastructures  across the country 

during the eight years of Obasanjo rule.The policy intend to grow the private sector in place of  

government involvement, they have only succeeded in doing the opposite as the high production 

cost resulting from poor supply  of energy and of course  competition from foreign investors and 

corporate firms  has led to the  closure of many small scale industries and local industries, thus 

increasing the unemployment level in the country and the cycle of poverty in the country. But for 

the informal sector which comprises mainly of petty businesses and which absorbs majority of 

the unemployed Nigerians, things would have gotten out of hand.  According to Ake (1989) the 

informal sector which he termed the ‘economy of desperation’ is the alternative to worklessness 

and a real prospect to starvation. He thus warned about the danger of over dependence in the 

informal sector for employment generation. He asserts that:  

 

There is some perversity in the tendency to represent the informal sector as hopeful 

development –hopeful in the sense that it reduces social tension, provides employment, 

encourages creativity and self reliance, the diffusion of skills and the reduction of waste in 

human and material resources. No doubt it does all these things to some extent. But we cannot 

take any comfort in its existence and its daily growth. It arises from misery. And while it may 

help people to stave off starvation, it subjects them to unacceptable oppression and inhuman 

conditions of work. The correct attitude to the informal sector must be that we must work for 

and look forward to its disappearance and to move people to more humane, more productive 

and more rewarding avenues for the realization of labour power(Ake 1989 :70).      

 

When recounting the achievements of the regime the economic team recount employment 

generation through deregulation of the tele-communication industries as the dividends of 

democracy. Yet we know that many persons especially the teeming mass of school leavers 

employed in that sector belong to the informal sector, many a times involved in the hawking of 

recharge cards to prospective customers. According to a Vanguard newspaper report of  (25
th

 

October 2007) written by Abolade Sokunbi, only about 8% of the University graduates are 

employed, leaving about 92% hawking for jobs. In fact the UNDP Human Development Index 

(HDI) 2007/08 report, Nigeria ranked 158 out of a total of 177 countries in the 2005 survey . The 

report also indicates that life expectancy is higher in not so rich small African states like 

Botswana and Cote d’ voire which ranked 163 and 164 respectively in the HDI compared to 

Nigeria’s 165
th

 place in the rank.   According to Okonkwo (2004:11) Nigeria lags behind some 

relatively poorer countries in budget for education. Nigeria commits only about 1.4% of its GNP 

to education compared Ghana’s 3.4% Gabon’s 7%,Cote d’Ivoire’s 6.9% and Kenya’s 

7%,Tunisia 6.3%and Lybya 10.1%  A poor showy for a country swimming in oil wealth. This 

may underscore the desperation of ex minister of education‘s effort to bribe members of the 



 33 

National Assembly to raise the education budget, an effort that caused him his post and integrity 

as minister of education (Obianyo 2005). The incessant strike actions by staff of tertiary 

institutions in Nigeria,  for better learning conditions attests to the poor state of affairs in the 

education sector.  NEEDS third strategy of realising its objective is its avowal to implement the 

social charter. No doubt the social charter between the people and government rest on Chapter 1 

of the 1999 Constitution of Nigeria titled “Fundamental Objectives and Directive Principle of 

State Policy. Section 14(1)b states that ”the security and welfare of the people shall be the 

primary purpose of government; section 16(1) states that “the state shall within the context of the 

ideals and objectives for which provisions are made in this constitution (b) Control the national 

economy in such manner as to secure the maximum welfare, freedom and happiness  of every 

citizen on the basis of social justice and equality of status and opportunity.(c) Without prejudice 

to its right to operate or participate in the areas of the economy, other than the major sectors of 

the economy, manage and operate the major sectors of the economy.  Sub-section 2(b)(c), and 

(d) also stipulates that the material resources of the nation should be harnessed and distributed as  

best as possible to serve the common good; and that the economic system is not operated in such 

a manner as to permit the concentration of wealth or the means of production and exchange in 

the hands of few individuals or a group and that suitable and adequate shelter, food, reasonable 

national minimum wage, old age care and pensions, unemployment, sick benefits and welfare of 

the disabled  be  provided for all citizens. The overall NEEDS framework is in contravention of 

the stipulations of the provisions of the constitution. For instance the privatization and 

deregulation policy of the commanding heights of our economy like the oil industry, contravenes 

section 16(c) of the constitution, in addition the pattern of government divestment that allows 

those of them in power to sell the properties to themselves and their friends /relations also stands 

in contravention of section 16(2) c of the Constitution. It is today public knowledge that 

President Obasanjo used his position to benefit himself, family and friends in the sale of public 

enterprises in Nigeria.  The case of his acquisition of 200million shares in Transcorp the 

company that bought Nitel is a celebrated one not minding his defence that the share is held in 

Blind trust (Aluko 2006). When he left office it was also revealed in the sale of the NNPC 

refineries, the refineries were under priced as appropriate valuation was not made (Oluwole,. 

,Ezeobi, & Onwuemenyi 2007).  Only recently the daughter was mentioned in a 3.5 billion 

bribery scandal involving An Austrian firm in which she collected a Toyota land cruiser jeep and 

about 11 million naira to help the firm M.Schneider GMBH &CO to secure contract from the 

power sector (Nigeria political news 2008).The  Senate is also probing a $500m loan from  china 

for a rural telephone project taken by President Obasanjo at a time his government was busy 
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licensing telecommunication providers for a nation wide telecommunication coverage while also 

privatizing the national carrier NITEL (Nigeria Calabash). These facts go to confirm the 

concentration of the wealth of the country so privatised in the hands of a few and the skewed 

manner of its distribution. Basic social services are also left to the efforts of the people. Parents 

are still tasked for their children’s education at all levels in spite of the free universal education 

declared by the administration, workers today save for their pension while in service, those 

already retired are basically dehumanised before they are paid their gratuities and pension. Many 

have died through mental and physical tortures inflicted on them before the pension is paid. 

Hunger, lack of standard shelter continues to be a major problem in the lives of many Nigerians. 

The workers minimum wage at N 7,500 is meagre and barely a reflection of the cost of living in 

the country. Yet Obasanjo’s parting gift for Nigerians was another increase in the pump price of 

petroleum products and 100% increase in the Value Added Tax (VAT). An action that 

precipitated another threat of strike from workers at inception of President Yar’Adua‘s tenure. 

He was compelled to reverse the policy. The regimes efforts at value reorientation through the 

fight against corruption was another gimmick  aimed at political intimidation as his conduct and 

that of many members of his administration does not align with this policy. Many reports since 

he left office are beginning to show that the President himself also embraced corruption. The 

third term debate in which the Presidency allegedly bribed supporters of the amendment with 

millions of naira does not portray the administration as honest. Moreover, the regime showed 

great disrespect for the rule of law, an underlying principle of democracy and was always in 

contravention of court orders.  The people’s effort to revolt against some of these repressive 

policies was resisted by the state. Strike actions were outlawed and workers who attempt to strike 

are denied their wages during the period of the strike on the basis of the ‘NO WORK NO PAY 

policy of the administration, inherited from the military. The Nigerian Labour Congress (NLC) 

was fragmented by creating another parallel organization for workers just to break the solidarity 

of the workers. The period witnessed unlawful and illegal impeachments of governors whose 

interests do not serve that of the President or those opposed to him. The interests of the people of 

Nigeria were placed last in the regime’s agenda.  All that mattered to it was pleasing 

international capital and completing the reform project not minding the heavy toll it was taking 

on the lives of the people. Thus Don Heflin (2007)  deputy director of African Affairs in the U.S 

State Department observed , that Nigeria possesses  a stark dichotomy of wealth and poverty, 

and that despite the tremendous oil wealth and large infusions of donor resources, Nigeria 

arguably  is worse off now  statistically than what it was thirty years ago. He further notes that 

while the challenges facing Nigeria are real and daunting, they nevertheless can be resolved; but 
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not by the strict top –down, outside approach to development which has never worked. The 

solution does not reside in Washington, Paris, London, or Beijing but rather in the cities, towns 

and villages of Nigeria.   In other words the people should be allowed to be the architect of their 

own destiny. Globalization especially economic globalization anchored on the philosophy of 

market reform has worked against this option. Thus Ake (2001:118) asserts that “When a people 

must be developed not by themselves but by others, development becomes a benevolence that is 

largely insensitive to social needs.” In this vein globalization cannot serve and has not served the 

goals of democracy as the Nigerian situation portrays.                                                                                            

 

Conclusion:  

In this work, I have tried to x-ray the diverse meanings attached to the concept of globalization, 

and the underlying factors that drive the phenomenon as articulated by different scholars. I have 

also examined the relationship between globalization and democracy especially as it pertains to 

an African social formation like Nigeria. One fact is obvious, and that is that globalization 

though has made some significant contribution in driving the third wave democratization, and 

has helped to sustain the exercise through the wide spread information and communication 

technology; it has nevertheless also contributed to the denigration or erosion of democratic 

values. Most importantly it has reduced if not eroded the importance and relevance of the nation 

state as the primary repository of sovereignty. It has made the state mere observer in the decision 

making processes of its domestic and even international policies. In this way is not only national 

sovereignty that is at stake but also democratic sovereignty (Parenti 2007). In fact globalization 

has blocked the establishment of economic conditions necessary for genuine democracy to take 

place through the imposition of models, strategies and development policies of the IFIS that tend 

to not only block but stultify the development initiatives of the local population.  By imposing 

economic policies based on the needs and interests of external capital and transforming the 

economies of African states into enclave economies linked to the out side but with very little 

linkages among them, divisions within African countries are accentuated and the emergence of 

national consciousness and a sense of common destiny are frustrated. Democracy with its 

emphasis on tolerance and compromise can hardly thrive in such an environment (The 

Challenges of Globalization 2002). The paradox of globalization is that while it calls for 

transparency, accountability and responsiveness of leaders to the needs and aspirations of its 

citizenry, it at the same time vitiates the states capability and effectiveness in meeting these 

objectives. Yet central to the success of market reform engendered by the global actors is the 

effectiveness of the state. This underscores the state shrinkage that accompanies these reforms. 
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However it has been pointed out that governmental or state effectiveness does not amount to 

democratic effectiveness. In fact globalization and the asymmetries of the market have greatly 

curtailed democratic governance and the capability and effectiveness of the state in social 

provisioning. The implication is the weakening of the state‘s legitimacy and the competing 

claims to its sovereignty made not only by the external actors (the architects of this current 

dilemma of the state) but by other emergent local actors fulfilling the social needs of the people 

and filling the vacuum created by the state and consequently extracting their allegiance and in 

turn contempt for the state which in reality is in retreat.   

In addition globalization has shifted government action from the political to the economic, 

especially on critical foreign policy issues. Important foreign policy decisions of governments 

are informed by economic than political considerations. Drowned in debt and constrained further 

by the imperatives of structural adjustment, the major foreign policy concerns of African states 

are dominated by a desire to receive foreign assistance and or to reschedule debts. Consequently, 

foreign ministries which used to be the gatekeepers between domestic and external policy 

environment have lost this function to the Finance Ministries and Central Bank .It is from these 

institutions that negotiating teams to the IFIS and the Western Creditors are drawn (Akokpari 

2001). Many times members of this team or the key officers and heads of these institutions are 

suggested representatives of the IFIS  as was the case in Nigeria during the second tenure of 

President Obasanjo. This underscores the temerity with which the regime enforced the Bank’s 

reform agenda without recourse to the people’s feelings. Debt rescheduling and debt 

cancellations were the major foreign and domestic policy objectives of that regime, thus while 

the economic team and their foreign collaborators were in the lime light; poverty, 

unemployment, and other social problems took the back seat, engaged only at national interviews 

when the administration occasionally find it expedient to justify itself to the people. In the light 

of the foregoing, it has become necessary to reassess the countries labelled democratic according 

to the degree to which they contribute to the realization of certain basic ideals of democracy. 

These include the ideal of popular empowerment which amongst other things imply the 

harnessing and development of the talents and abilities of the populace  and their effective 

participation in governance, and the promotion of the common good and sensitivity to the needs 

of the people.(The Challenge of Globalization, 2002)  Assessed against this  criteria Nigeria’s 

democracy remains suspect. The market reform in practice today in most of Africa and in 

Nigeria presently has been promoting effective governance without recourse to democratic 

governance. Invariably democratic governance especially in the long run, leads to effective 

governance. The primary focus of the states in Africa should be how to reconcile effective 
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governance with democratic governance so as to achieve the greatest happiness for the greatest 

number of people. In fact the absence of democratic governance is at the root of illiberal 

democracy or ‘democratic autocracy’ we have been experiencing in Nigeria since the emergent 

third wave democratization exercise, in which elections have become a metaphor for 

powerlessness and people are made to vote without choosing (Ake 1996). Huntington(1996:9) 

has in fact opined that threats to third wave democracies are likely to come not from generals and 

revolutionaries who have nothing but contempt for democracy, but rather from participants in the 

democratic process. These are political leaders and groups who win elections, take power, and 

then manipulate the mechanisms of democracy to curtail or destroy democracy. I bet that judging 

from the experiences of Nigeria in the past eight years Huntington’s assertion is not far from the 

truth. 

The central thesis of this paper is that globalization has jeopardized the attainment or realization 

of true democratization in Nigeria. The democracy in place in Nigeria today is one that is 

insensitive to the social needs of the people and their political /economic aspirations. Against this 

backdrop this paper surmises that recourse to true democratic ideals or proper democratization 

shall commence when Nigeria reverses its present character of economic ties with the 

international financial institutions, and forge coherent and holistic economic and political policy 

that will take into account in the first instance the developmental needs of the Nigerian state. 

And this can only happen if the people are made the engine and ends of democracy and 

development. In other words, contrary to the market demand of rolling the state back, the state in 

Africa and for that matter. Nigeria should be re-invented along the lines of developmentalism. 

This is what can equip it to face the challenges of globalization and also find its place in the 

emerging global order. As Stiglitz(2003) former president of the World Bank surmised, only 

states that are ready to take control of their destiny  and recognize the role government can play 

in development rather than relying on the notion of self regulated market that would fix its own 

problems can withstand the forces of globalization and also utilize it to their advantage. They are 

the winners in the emergent global process.     
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