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Abstract

Many of the philosophers of African politics whovieaargued that the political
challenges of Nigeria, and of Africa as a whole asea result of the impunity and
corruption of post-independence Nigeria leaders gise the impression that the
people of Nigeria are mere innocent victims becaugbeir arguments all the ills of
the Nigerian state exist only because the courawe mot experienced or discovered
an honest and capable political leader. The schalayse to the effect that all that
Nigeria can do is simply to hope for the ascendasfca Messiah, who being an
honest, capable and patriotic leader will on higiomlition become committed to
the cause of reversing the situation in order ta around all the ills of the nation.
Employing the examples of two prominent scholarsAfiican politics (Chinua
Achebe and Larry Diamond) the paper employs thstepiological rigor of analysis
and logic to examine and make a critique of theedgohg assumptions of the
scholars and identifies the theoretical flaws didwing that political representatives
are substantively political leaders, that Nigerians helpless victims who on their
own are incapable of reversing the situation arat thigeria should hope for a
political saviour who will turn around all the satand political ills of Nigeria on his
own accord.
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Introduction
This paper should have been titled Negative Messmaniand Immaculate
Misconception on Political Office Holders in theaPtice of the Democratic
Governance in Nigerian. Doing so, of course wowdgehmade the title appear too
long and most likely uninteresting. The title ofstipiaper in sum is a description of a
naive misconceptions and misrepresentations optbgent and historical sources of
the state of democracy as a political system oégmnce and economy in Nigeria.
The conceptignocence is etymologically derived from a combination of
ignorance and innocence. It simply refers to ignoeabased innocence or innocence
based on ignorance. In Cyril-Mary P. Olatunji, Oasggunota F. O. Bolarinwa and
Aduke Williams (2014, 33-52)gnocence represents a political attitude in which
©citizenry see themselves as innocent of the palitthallenges of their state either
r,because they have been made to think that wayaause they are ignorant of their
&Position as the vanguard of the democratic sysfEne paper (33-52) explains
A-further how a naive consciousness of the damagsedaby the state of mind and
attitude of the people could further destroy thenderatic system through violent
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revolution. Worst still, the paper opines that disdled element who had earlier
been dispossessed of power and access to staiespadiuld team up with external
and internal forces, based on the ignorance opdéiople to begin and sustain violent
revolution or terrorism as a means of vendetteeratian reconstruction.

It should also be noted that this paper does riehthmainly to investigate
or analyse theological issues regardingssianism. It only borrows and applies the
theologically related concept to explain how thizenry could become apathetic to
their own political (democratic) process simply &ase they think that a political
regime will come to rescue them from whatever pFoblin which they find
themselves. Specifically in this papegssianism stands primarily as an extension of
what Iweriebor (1997, 118) describes as a nostédgia new beginning and belief in
Messianic rescue that have bedevilled the Nigepialitical consciousness. By so
doing, the paper compares the general thinking igeMans represented by the
thinking of scholars who have made suggestionsosntb remake Nigeria and bring
its people out of their challenging situations. dam, Messianic expectation as
applied in this paper refers to the belief that eMigns will wake up one day to
experience God-sent “leader(s)” who in contrasthwdll previous political
officeholders that Nigeria ever experienced wighti all the social wrongs of the
nations.

Immaculate Conception on the other hand is the niyidg philosophical
assumptions of scholars that the culprit takethalblame while the acquitted person
takes all the praiseab initio. That is, if you are innocent in the present césis,
because you have always been innocent and perhfipsomtinue to be innocent
hereafter. If on the other hand, you are foundeta loriminal today, it is because you
have always been a criminal ever before and wiflai@ soad infinitum.

To carry out the promises of the paper, it mergesapplication of logic with a
moderate historical analysis. It is done by prawdia few historical information
where required, while subjecting the analyses anditipns of the selected
philosophers of African politics to the criticakteof logic. It must be noted however
that reference to Mazrui (a historian) and Diamafd political scientist by
profession) as philosophers does not representenestimation of their professional
nuances. Rather, it represents the understandidgheoretical foundation of this
paper that a philosopher could be anyone in ahg &e disciple who questions the
theoretical assumptions even in his or her owlfiel

In the process of carrying out the assumptionsiefgaper as an intellectual
investigation in the field of philosophy, providirggpirical facts is arguably, not
given priority. In the same vein, questioning tlsslamptions of previous scholars is
also of higher importance than making prescriptionshow to solve problems. In

~sum, the paper considers the available literatarthe issue, including those as late
<IMas Olufemi Taiwo’s [Africa Must be Modern: a Manii@s2014] and those as early
:wor even earlier than Ibekwe Chinweizu's [The Wedt déime Rest of Us: White
APredators, Black Slavers and the African Elite, 1J9Mbwever, special attention will
be accorded those authored by the selected sch@arsly, Achebe and Diamond,
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whose positions are of epistemological importamcthis paper. This paper pursues
the proposal that following some prescribed pdlltiituals alone will endow Nigeria
with the opportunity of a political messiah who Ivakcend the political throne to
rescue the country from its political ill is theteally faulty and unviable.
Alternatively, it pursues the theoretical positiiat Nigeria will overcome many of
its social, economic and political challenges, wheam only when Nigerians
themselves are prepared to perform their demoaetponsibilities.

Nigeria and the Conditions for Democracy

Scholars have testified to the fact that the curséimation of Nigeria like those of
many other African states is already bad enougihMakrui (1979, 70-71) speaks of
the paradox of a rich Africa inhabited by underipeiyed Africans. Guy Martin
(2000) also says that the political scene of Afigcaharacterized by irregularities of
various sorts. The descriptions of Africa by thedeotars match the state of Nigeria
and Nigerians. These, given the testimony of schplarclude poverty, Piracy,
economic depression, kidnapping, intertribal clasiger/intra-community violence,
religious fundamentalism, corruption, political taisility, armed robbery, terrorism.

Although the list is inexhaustible, some scholagehtried to summarise the
problems as economic depression, some are of tinoghat political instability
explains all. It only depends on each scholar'sitbigcal disposition. Let us assume
that both could be right. If left on its own, acdimg to Moses Oke (2006, 332-343),
things have inherent natural tendency to becomesavdrhe problems confronting
Nigeria are multifaceted. We are however more @sd in examining the political
sphere. More so, regardless of theoretical ingbnat many scholars, as shall be
discussed shortly, put the blames at the doorstepolitical leaders whom it is
believed are and should take decisions both onigad)i social and economic issues
of the nation.

In an effort to arrest the situation from its natly adopted course to
become worse, scholars have made suggestions yimgaiashions. While some
such as George Ayittey (1999, 29-30) have trietkdoe the root of the problems
before prescribing their therapies others like Wfdifadal and S.O0. Uhunmwuangho
(2012, 49-54), believe that it could be fruitldestry to solve problems by first
apportioning blames regarding how the challeng@secabout. We shall return to
this shortly.

For the purpose of clarity, it is necessary to usided the political and
economic systems in practice in Nigeria. Nigeriaomdd democracy at
independence. Although there have been numeroumiinterludes at intervals
and the democratic system prior to political indefence was arguably too limited

QQto be considered democratic in the strict sensthefterm, the political system of
I governance that the country had wanted is arguddgocracy. Some people who
cthave ruled as heads of state and military admatests during military rules have
A.also returned as political representatives underddmocratic systems. Therefore,

the post-independence context of Nigeria has ysreper distinction, demarcation
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and characterisation of individual regimes and aistrative styles of each ruler,
ruling party and regime in Nigeria. That notwithstang, there is the need to identify
the basic or minimum requirements for a consolidla®mocracy. By requirement it
actually means both indicators and facilitators.tTibathe sufficient and necessary
expectations of a reliably working democracy.

There have been numerous suggestions such as thase oy larry
Diamond and Leonardo Morlino (2004, 20-31); Idowwdjpetu (2007, 22-25), and
there is no point rehearsing the list here. Howeseme scholars agree that any
reliable and well functioning democracy requires #xistence of certain qualities.
These include tolerance towards, and creative imvoént in the political process;
political awareness; freedom of the press; theffoee of information; sovereignty in
the people through their ability to influence trecidions of their government, or to
change it; regular free and fair elections thateupih the legitimacy of government,
and the safeguards of social justice; minority tSgkequal access to justice; gender
equality; child rights, and human rights (AWOPETUO020 22-25). The various
outlines could be summed up in the following regunents:

Democracy as a system of government differs frommermtsystems of
government not only by the fact that it is a patyss, but more significantly by the
fact that it is a government of the people in theds of the people to protect the
interests of the people for their own benefitémiplies that the people have the pride
of place in democracy. That is, a good democracyiges opportunity for people to
pursue their self-interests under different idemalycamps called parties, and the
available opportunities should be as a result ef itlterests an aspiration of the
people. Hence as a government of the people forpéuple and by the people
(EPSTEIN 2011, 819-826), then the nearer the decisiking is to the people in a
system the closer the system is to democracy. @Giyethere are two kinds of
democracy. The first is the Athenian or direct dermog which gives room for
popular participation and the second, is the remtagive democracy which is only
an adulterated form of the first for the purposeafivenience. By implication, the
more the elements of popular participation in desys the closer it is to the ideals of
democracy Compare SCHUMPETER, 1942:268-69; LIPSET 1959:71, HOFFMAN
and GRAHAM, 2006:113-15 and DEWEY, SCHNEIROV and FERND®Y 2014:
179-180, HOOK 1939:31-46, BUSIA 1971:162, and HELOD2: 211).

Whatever the outcome of the foregoing analysis,faélce however, is that a
democratic society is a necessary condition forstheoth running of any democratic
system. By democratic society, it means a societh wultural inclinations for
respect for the freedom and right of individualsagedl as resistance to intimidation.
Critical among these are the rights of and tolegdoc differing opinion, especially in

O the case of children and women.
In sum, we have established the fact that Nigesiani the practice of
wdemocracy Given the testimony of existing I|teraILthe democracy in Nigeria is
£ unconsolidated and the country, though rich in uesss, counts as one of the poor
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countries of the world. In addition, we have esslidd the most important and
distinguishing features of democracy which incluthesfollowing:

a. It must be a citizen-driven polyarchy with vox-badegitimacy for each of
its regimes.

b. It must be a well functioning (uninterrupted) syste(structure and
infrastructure) regardless of whether it is theecliror the representative
form.

c. The democratic culture of tolerance and the willdsist infringement must
be the foundation upon which it must be built.

As earlier indicated, Iweriebor (1997) attestedht® longing among Nigerians for a
Messiah who will rescue them from all social, poit and economic quagmires.
Unfortunately, he did not explain further what ekabe meant by the concept and
how it affects Nigerians. This leads to the maiguanent of this paper. In this
regards, the positions of two prominent Africanaats will be critically examined.
The two scholars would qualify to be a member of iIGedAyittey’s internalist
group. Internalism here refers to a theoreticaltippsthat the social, political and
economic woes of Africa are as a result the bewasiof its political officeholders
(OLATUNJI 2015). In the view of Ayittey, (1999, 29BB the internalist school of
thought is made up mostly of newly groomed indepahdcholars and political
activists who are united by the belief that thetroauses of all the political
challenges of Africa are shortcomings and faillok#s leaders who themselves are
Africans. That is, that the African post-colonialliical leaders cause the political
problems of the Post-colonial Africa.

At a first glance “internalism” appears unmistakatybposed to its supposed
alternative called “externalism”; the position abelief that colonialism and their
antics such as slave trade, imperialism or balkdiois have caused the post-
independence challenges of Africans and Africa (BUB71, 35). The opposition
is however pretentious. First, they appear opgest other, but in actual fact they
are all sides of the same coin because they amxptessions of the belief in the
Newtonian conception of causation. That is, whatéeppens has a cause outside of
the effect. They are all expressions of the belett tAfricans are irredeemably
doomed in the hands of some insurmountable malet/¢d®lonial or postcolonial)
agents. It may currently be of no significant inmtpace to rehearse the pretention
between “internalism” and “externalism” in this gapThat has earlier been outlined
in “Is Africa Merely an Effect?” (OLATUNJI 2012). Imay be theoretically of
interest however to note that an internalist isome sense a frustrated externalist.
African scholars who offered suggestions on idgimiif the root of the challenges of
post-colonial African states at the wake of indefgte were mostly externalists.

OThey thought that they were so sure that all treedfl all the African states were
anaused by its colonial past. Arguably, when foresal years and decades the
w:olomal masters had been deposed and Africanssiilgas began to hold apex
G-polltlcal positions and the scholars observed thaigs had remained the same or
were getting worse, then they began, out of frtistneto think either that though the
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colonial masters were not good but were at leatséibthan the Africans who took
over from them or that both were equally dreadfulittey testifies to this position
by claiming that the internalists were new groorsedolars. Oke also mitigates the
internalist position. He opines that some scholzase argued that colonialism
cannot be the cause of African woes because inap@iion it is now half a century
since the colonialists were stripped of politicalyers, but Africa is worse off than it
was under the colonial rule (OKE 2006, 332-343). iBylication, some of the
earliest internalists were most likely externalisiisially, but who out of frustration
and hopelessness could not continue in that poséiicd became converted to the
new trend.

Ali Mazrui is definitely one of the first to exhibihe frustration in the
foregoing discussion. He was one of the earliesicAi nationalist scholars to alter
the trajectory of his literary criticism againstrisin leaders, an attitude he direly
paid for. As James Karioki (1974, 55-63) putghere is a widespread rejection of
Ali Mazrui's works in spite of his objectivity anfligh standard of scholarship
because African scholars believe that he is notnaitted to the aspirations of Africa
of being quick to outline his criticisms againstriéa and its leaders. As most of the
earliest post-colonial African political philosophewould, Mazrui most probably
had a very high esteem and hope that those heiyeaices the political players of his
time would bring about the liberated Africa of kieam, but felt disappointed when
the dream was becoming farther than the sleepla@ipiClaude Ake had blamed all
the ills of Africa on the imperialist nature of oadlalism and argued that “The
present conditions of the third world countriethis effect of the slave trade, pillage,
colonialism and unequal exchange” (AKE 1982: 153yer time and most probably
his share of the frustration, he began to questidrether Africa was truly
democratising (AKE, 1996a) and started to concedresblames to postcolonial
African political actors. He says: in Africa, arguéike, the elite supported
democracy only as a means to power, while intesnatiagencies supported it as an
asset to structural adjustment and states in A§atarapped between (AKE, 1996b)
Certain things make the arguments of the intertsaligat the postcolonial challenges
of Africa have caused by postcolonial politicalicéholders appear credible at first
glance. The arguments of the internalists appedcdbgonsidering the fact that
Africa was exposed to only a short period of cadation, and it has been over half a
century since the wave of independence in Afritaadpears logical to say that
colonialism is too short-lived to be completely pessible for the post-colonial
political troubles of Africa. In addition, many @ahplaces, including Asia, America
and parts of Europe, were also once colonisedhayt have recovered from their
experiences and have become politically stable {@OND 1995, 1-66). Also,

v—South Africa, which is the last to gain its pokticindependence, arguably is
mcurrently more politically stable than some Africatates such as Ethiopia and
ucl_lberla that were arguably never colonised and matmers like Nigeria that had
mgalned their political independence earlier. Gitleatt situation, it becomes tempting
to assume that the internalist position is truggitally however, the position rather



Filosofia Theoretica: Journal of African Philosophy, Culture and Religions

than proving the internalists right, merely jugidithe argument that colonialism is
not the cause of the political challenges of anthefAfrican states.

Secondly, Africa is a continent alleged by someohians to have peopled
the world for several centuries and they sometimegarded as the cradle of
humankind (BEN-JOCHANNAN 1971, 5-64). In spite ¢ietseveral centuries of
humankind and human societies on the continentfata it is still difficulty to
match the rate and quality of social evolution iftidga with its long history? Why
were the African people unable to stage a joinistasce against the colonial
invasion in the first place? Why was the level ofial cooperation among African
communities still low at the time of the colonialvasion? Why were places like
Europe, which perhaps were peopled much later thaicai able to put up such
unity of purpose as to colonise Africa, while A&iizvas unable? These, perhaps, are
some of the reasons why some scholars have optéuefinternalist thesis (UNEKE,
2010, 111-128). Though the questions may have nmedi@ternalist thesis attractive,
they do not offer any conclusive justification fmternalism as a theory in the
explanation of the social and political problemsfconting many Africa states
today.

With specific reference to Nigeria, Chinua Achelpe &arry Diamond are
prominent among those who hold the internalist tis. While Achebe is a
Nigerian, Diamond is not. Both of them have hadsoea to theorise on the social
and political situation of Nigeria. Achebe writes a literary scholar and as a
specialist in the field of African literature ad&international repute, and Diamond is
a social scientist with specialisation in democrainlitical science studies. He has
served and written as specialist for various gavermal and non-governmental
institutions around the world.

In [Things Fall Apart], Achebe tries to support hégplanation of the
political problems of Africa. Though he was refegrispecifically to Nigeria, he
indirectly refers to Africa as a whole. AccordirmgAchebe, the trouble with Nigeria,
as with many other African nations, is situatedaifailure of leadership resulting
from incompetence as well as the moral and psyddbweaknesses of its leaders
(AYITTEY 1999 29). Although he has tried to give sashare of the blame to other
external forces ifmhe Trouble with Nigeria (ACHEBE 1984) and irThe Anthill of
Savanah, (ACHEBE 1997), which for most part are his main wgs that deal with
politics. In those literatures, he probably was smoous that he was discussing
politics and as a result, his consciousness ariticablalertness could influence his
position. However his positions even in other wgs that appear to be less politics
related and where he was less conscious of poliie® betrayed his mindset as a
consistent internalist. A good example of thisigsgosition in [Things Fall Apart].

N Giving an analysis of the character of Okonkwo ichébe’s [Things Fall
LnApart] might also help one to understand Acheb@sitmn regarding the political
w:r|5|s of Africa. Okonkwo'’s life was dominated byetfear of failure and weakness.
& The fear was far more intimate and deeper than ¢lae 6f the gods and the
malevolent natural and supernatural forces. Okord¥ear was a deep-rooted fear
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of being or becoming like Nnoka, his father. Heeldato be, or to be seen as,
anything his weak father loved or stood for. CormmaiOkonkwo with the post-
colonial political leaders of Africa, it implies dh the political leaders of post-
colonial Africa have become authoritarians and rtisabecause they want to be
radically different from their pre-colonial and oalal predecessors who could not
resist external invasion. By implication, therefotiee actions of the post-colonial
African leaders, like those of Okonkwo, have lee &frican nation into despair like
the case of Umuofia. In a naive reaction to the kmeases of their pre-colonial
ancestors and predecessors, as in the case of @&dakhis father in Umuofia, the
post-colonial African leaders have made politidadices and acted in a manner that
has resulted in the political instability foundAifrica today.

It could be true that the inability of Okonkwo t@mage his reaction against
the weaknesses of his father has brought hullabalha despair to Umuofia. Is it not
also possible that if Okonkwo’s father had not bées weakling that he was,
Okonkwo would not have had reasons to fear beingak leader? If anyone must
give a causal explanation to the problems of Unayofd what extent can one
exonerate the laziness and the phlegmatic natuNnoka, the father of Okonkwo?
This interpretation justifies Mackeka'’s interpretatiof another literature titled A
Man of the People by Achebe. According to Macke2@l@, 14-18), “Achebe (sic)
introduces a paradigm shift from the culture ofnidashifting which characterises
most polemics (defending by attacking) against malesm towards a culture of
internal focus.” A simplistic interpretation of [Tds Fall Apart] would conceive
Achebe as indirectly attacking the colonial intmejdut a careful study of his other
literatures will expose his literary intent.

In another instance and as noted, Achebe putgdirsttly that the problem
with Nigeria is neither land, climate or the scirabr excess of any resources.
According to him, the root of all the social anditial challenges from which the
country suffer is leadership. He states that thegmires of Nigeria emerge from the
unwillingness or inability of its leaders to risethe challenges of personal example
which are the hallmarks of true leadership (ACHEBB414). He argues that:

a leader’s no-nonsense reputation might induce@ufable climate but in order
to effect lasting change it must be followed uphwét radical programme of
social and economic re-organisation or at leaselra@nceived and consistent
agenda of reform which Nigeria stood and standdjraneed of.

It must be mentioned at this juncture, that thipgradoes not specifically intend to
debate on whether any set of people are resporfsiblbe problems of Nigeria or
(Nnot. For most part, that has been attended to @u@ji (2012). In that paper, the
LNlogical implications of the statement being truettlsome external forces are
%responsible for the challenges of Nigeria have fatmnded to in another paper. The
a.question of whether political office holders qualtb be called leaders or not have
also been examined in another paper (OLATUNJI andkE Q014). This paper
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therefore examines one of the implications of ttikude of scholars accepting and
propagating the belief that political office holdeare leaders and are consequently
responsible for the problems and/or the solutiontté current challenging situations
of Nigeria.

Like Achebe, Larry Diamond is one of the staunctenmalist. Diamond
(1988, 1995, 20-37) acknowledges that almost all‘third world” nations that have
recently gained their independence, have attemgtegrning themselves through
Western style demaocratic institutions and have e&peed political failures. In spite
of the uniformity of this failure, Diamond does rg&e any link between the alleged
causal factors. Rather, as it is characteristithefinternalists, Diamond attributes
different causal factors to the political criseglifferent African states. He attributes
political conflicts in Nigeria to ethnicity or trih sentiments and corruption among
the political leaders, while human rights violaiprpoor democratic functioning,
social inequality, among others, were said to leectuses of the political problems
in other post-colonial African states (DIAMOND 199566). Like Achebe, in other
publication, Diamond (1991, 73-85) attributes tliteagion in Africa altogether as
that of institutional defect as a result of leatigrgailure.

In “Nigeria’s Federal Democracy: will it survivePiamond (2002) agrees
that Democracy is the only option available for thevival of Nigeria. Diamond
though was careful not to out rightly advocate fatiem or any form of government.
Nevertheless, he says the federal government slaatilds the arbiter of justice and
national moderator to avoid misuse and abuse ofep@w the regional, state and
local government levels. In that piece, he argleg the democracy should be
arranged in a fashion that makes the central goveni less attractive and with less
interference from the federal government in loc#bies of states and local
governments. In his opinion much of the problemauldchave been avoided if
Nigerians could behave responsibly and with restralo do so however,
government, according to him, should provide thquired incentives such as
making the central government less attractive thinosome institutional and
constitutional provisions.

By implication, Diamond means to say that the fateovernment of
Nigeria should hold ward chairpersons responsibl @ccountable. Unfortunately
however, Diamond does not specify how the peopleldvinlentify whether or not to
support the federal government. He assumes thdétteeal government will always
be right. There is nothing in Diamond’s articulationguarantee that the situation of
Nigeria will necessarily improve once the politicaistem is arranged in a manner
that makes the central government less attracfiithough, he could be correct to
think that such arrangement could help to discaurpgliticians from seeing the

<IMfederal seats as opportunities and venues for ertldmeant and misappropriation of
LNnational resources. However, Diamond has not dpdcifiow the same crop of
:N:people could be prevented from shifting their bfase the federal to state or local
A.government levels. He has not also specified hawsttuation could be prevented
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from becoming chaotic and a free-for-all scramblifighe central government
becomes less attractive.

In effect, Diamond expects the emergence of andiara effective regime,
institutions and political actors who on their odecision will summon interest and
courage to summon all the moral and epistemologioatage required to right all
the social and political ills of Nigerian democecatiystem. Although, his position
keeps changing from time to time, whatever be tiisré view, he currently opines
that:

If the crucial functions of regulating conduct aadministering elections
cannot be entrusted to the ultimate authority ef ploliticians, there is in
Nigeria an alternative authority, the military. Teds no inherent reason
why it cannot be employed to check the abuse ofgpdyy civilians while
they are governing, rather than having continutdlyput an end to their
abuses and clean up their mess by overthrowing.ti2lAMOND 1984)

In this regard, Diamond seems to agree that palitecneed to be put under check.
However, he does not believe in the ability of Miges to carry out the task as their
counterparts in other parts of the globe are capabtioing. He believes that such a
crucial responsibility should be given to some gsdeset of people such as the
military, and perhaps, the international communitymay be noted however that
Diamond remembers the history of military intervens in government in Nigeria.
Perhaps too he is familiar with the story of theeleof corruption perpetuated by
them. It becomes strange that the same categggagle have been recommended
by Diamond to ensure the smooth running of demgcaad to hold the politicians
accountable. Diamond does not even specify wholgdhemploy the military. He
does not tell us what happens when a bad politieraploys the corrupt military. It
is also questionable that a corrupt politician véthploy anyone, let alone the
military who was once corrupt (let us assume thatsituation has changed) to check
the politician’s own abuse of power or office.

Generally, there are a large number of factorstifiedh by the internalists as
the causes of the political problems confronting temocratic project in Africa.
They are far more numerous than have been identii¢de externalist camp. The
factors identified by the internalists include, bu¢ not limited to, corrupt leadership,
incompetent leadership, ethnicity, mixture of ttiaialism or pseudo-republicanism,
economic backwardness, nepotism and god-fathers&tfzperpetuation in office,
weak civil society, human rights violation, eleeloviolence and malpractice, social

Lr3and distributive injustice, and political parandia. in the case of the externalists, the
minternalists factors are united by the fact thay/thre blamed on the political leaders
oand the elite. Like the externalists, the intestalibelieve that events must have
Scauses and that all events, including human andlsmees, must be explained in the
®manner of the Newtonian physics. Unlike the extistsga however, the internalists
propose no specific order in which the sub-factdfect each other. That is, what
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one scholar considers as having caused, the attsaid to have been caused by the
same thing by another. For instance, in Mulinge angsetedi (1998,15-28),
corruption causes poverty, ethnicity and ethnicfleia, whereas in Mngomezulu
(2008), ethnicity and self-perpetuation in officasttaused ethnic conflicts, poverty,
corruption and all the other economic and politigedblems of Africa. Ultimately
however, many of them agree that the post-coldaaders are responsible for the
social and political challenges of African stat€ee numbers of those who accept
the postcolonial internal leadership origin of {®blems notwithstanding, all of
them agree that the solution to the problems lielsavith the political officeholders
whom they refer to as political leaders.

At first sight, the argument of the internalistattthe political office holders
are the political leaders and that the politicalders determine the state of the
country appear convincing for a number of reasamgng which are:

1. It appeared obvious that many of those who took éneem colonial rulers
were not adequately prepared for the roles theg weiperform in the post-colonial
politics and governance in Africa. As Tokozile Mawsackeka (2014, 14-18) has
interpreted Achebe as arguing using the examphigeria, the post-colonial African
leaders lacked the mental and social experienceapakcity to chart the progressive
course of governance required of thesee(also JEWEREME AND DUNMADE
2014, 24-38). Arguing therefore that the problenispostcolonial Africa exist
because those who took over from the colonial sulgere inadequately prepared
would be received as nothing but the obvious. Iditamh, it would be accepted as
truth for anyone to maintain the position that slséution to the problem is to search
for honest and credible leaders.
2. Some of the frequently cited example of good ardlibfe leader in Africa is
Nelson Mandela. Fortunately, South Africa and iwighbouring Botswana are
identified as appreciable examples of working deades in Africa (INMAN 2013,
1-38). It becomes difficult to argue that the cbddiy of South African democracy is
not as a result of the person and leadership ssalif Nelson Mandela. How else
would anyone convince a common mind that it wasthetperson of Mandela that
determined the status of democratic practice irttsAtrica?
3. One of the theories of social change is based®einfluence of charismatic
leaders in influencing change in society. Many ovei histories in the world and
especially in Africa and the histories of heroed &eroines, the natural tendency to
attribute national events to the heroes and hesoattached to the history of any
community becomes very difficult to resist. The tiigtof Dubai’s fortune cannot
begin or end without mentioning Muhammad Rashirmt/his predecessor Maktum
©Rashid who for most part are seen as the engiéats socio-economic progress.
oThe two emirs reigned supreme when the economic lajawent of Dubai
Saccelerated between 2003 and now. The progress ludilsi often attributed to the
A-strategic doggedness, especially on the part ofavuthad Rashid who has ruled from
2006 till date (RUGH 2007, 97-122). If the king® gmointed as the political leaders
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who orchestrated the progress of Dubai, why sholwd democratic president of
Nigeria not be referred to as a political leade@m@aratively, the democratic
president in Nigeria is conceived as the Nigerigmialent of the Dubai Emirs. If the
Kings ruled as leaders, the president is errongaisiceived as a leader in his own
right regardless of the political practice and adtin the two places under different
circumstances.

4, In the popular conceptions of Leadership, it isidweld that motivation,
creativity, hierarchy, good vision, influence andwer among others are the
constitutive elements of leadership (AXELROD 20087, IMILLER 2008, 7-11,
MASCIULLI, MOLCHANOV & KNIGHT 2012). Exponents of thepopular
conception of leadership as an essential comparehtore element of multi-causal
processes in any government for the purpose ofuging concrete political results
and which accounts for differences across and witidividual nation states. These
conceptions of leadership give the impression ldeders make themselves first then
they help influencing the making of their societiegardless of the political systems
of their societies.

5. An objective truth is that some regimes are béttan others. At least some
economic indices show that some regimes performeibdhan others. Given
infrastructural developments and improvements ikdsy to see when a society is
improving or otherwise. Consequently, it is easys&y that a society S performs
better during the regime &f than during that oK. This kind of comparative analysis
impress on us the belief not only that the headasernment in regime S is better
qualified than that of K or that the head of K gaweent is more corrupt than that of
S. More importantly, it can hardly ever be truet @@rupt leadership has no effect on
society. However, the question becomes analyticalbynplicated when it is
guestioned whether corrupt heads of government ataim some situations be
responsible for higher productivity.

Whatever the result of the foregoing analysis,aherstill a need for another
level of analysis. The question that leads to tredyais in question is that of who is
the leader in a democratic setting? Although thare different conceptions of
democracy, and some are oppose to the other. Thenfpeterian conception of
democracy as an institutional arrangement for coimgpdor votes (SCHUMPETER
1942, 250-269) seems to be in direct oppositior whte Deweyan conception of
democracy as a way of life or even as a moral @BWEY, 1927: 73-81, BUSIA
1971:162-172). In spite of their differences, nafighem denies the crucial role of
the populace, the electorate or the common peoplehé development and
consolidation of a democracy. As earlier notechis paper, a democracy is a system
in which the people (on the basis of majority) decand determine the trajectory of
l\government (LORD, 2003). Expectedly, those who mhkead policies in any
LNorganisation are the leaders, the specific exper advises on specific issues are

5} . . . .
eimere employees, advisers and/or technical repsess. In the same vein, the
Amajority should be the leaders in any democracy.irTleadership quality is a

function of the extent of the quality of directiahey offer to their political
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representatives, the quality of their responsiveteshe collective economic need of
their society and extent of opportunities and totee offered the minority to air their
views.

From the foregoing analysis, the internalists agy\naccurate to refer to
democratically elected presidents in Nigeria aslées in the first instance. Rather
they are mere messengers of the people who hagteclthem. They hold their
positions only to the extent that the people whatrt to be in there as technicians in
particular regimes but not government. A regimen® exactly the same as
government. In a government both office holders ardinary people are equally
part of a government, but the people have electesklected those who would act
and hold powers on their behalf in any particukamdcratic regime. This is not also
the same in other political systems such as mjlitar absolute monarchy as
previously in parts of Europe (HEGEL 2004; DIAMOND@®Q) AND TESCHKE
2002, 5-48).

The expected outcome of the position of scholathas the people look
forward and towards the emergence of a self-caatiamorally balanced political
“leader” who on his/her own accord would turn ardaine Nigeria situation. This is
what has been described in this paper as negatiessikhism. It is the art of
believing that a messiah will appear who will rigtit the wrongs of society. It is
negative in the case of Nigeria because on thehane the democratic system in
place in Nigeria does not permit anyone to arroglage position of leadership to
political representatives in the first place. Theref as long as Nigeria remains in
the practice of democracy it is hopeless to hope dhpolitical Messiah will emerge
among the political representatives, let alonerasigent, who on his/her own decide
to correct all the ills of Nigeria. On the othembdathe hope for the emergence of a
liberator ends up making the people apathetic wdhilendoning their crucial roles as
vanguards and leaders in a democracy. Democracyedextymologically from the
Greek word demos, when demos means people, anduffi@ cratia, which
translates manageably as rule or government. The ulvmately translate as
government in which the supreme rulership resttherpeople (G. L. SABINE AND
T. L. THORSON 1995, 66, R. INGLEHART 1977, R. INGLEHAR®79: 305-342.
This position has earlier been defended in C. PtuBjiaand Oke (2014, 134-150)
that if democracy means leadership that rests gnainlthe common people, any
form of democratic government in which leaderstsipdictated by the rich or any
selected few is definitely a corruption of its amigj nature as Aristotle has noted
(FUCHS 2000: 250-280). It is an oligarchy not a deracy. Furthermore, if we look
at it from the perspectives of etymology and estligractices in parts of Greece
democracy is distinguished from other forms of gongaece by its intrinsic nature of

CDconceding leadership to the common people. It wdaddwrong for instance to
LNassume that the people have elected leaders. Reoplet elect leaders. It is in itself
(5] . . . . . .
cran aberration if people elect leaders. Such leagewsill either be resting on a very
Aweak support or will be abused. On the one handhay be resting on a weak
support because it is itself stronger than the aiiyhthat puts it in place. On the
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other hand, it may be abused because the autltioaityput it in place will be in no
good stand to put it under control. It is a misudelanguage to conceptualise
democracy as a system of government in which pedgilermine their leaders, when
by leader we mean political masters. On the contthe people only determine or
elect their representatives who must live to theaed of their stewardship because
leadership remains with the people (electorate).

Therefore, wherever the people are ignorant of tlegidership role in a
democracy or abandon it and their messengers bettmindeaders the result is that
of blatant abuse of power, privilege and officefnfitical opportunists who merely
have gained undue ascendancy, and who would notastdoing anything to ensure
that authority does not meander into the handf@fpeople. The name Nigeria is
now almost synonymous with corruption, electorallemce, poverty and terrorism.
These could be mere strategies by the opporturddisdcleaders to entrench and
perpetuate themselves and their allies to ensaitdtil leadership role remains stole
from the rightful keepers. The only effort requiisdo put them at the appropriate
place in the system.

This could be done in two ways: through the gurhoough the thumb. The
first is violent and involves violent protests, ahe latter is civil. Many of the North
African states such as Libya (TABIB 2014), EnglistA(EER and SCHWEITZER
2011), Tunisia (OTTAWAY 2013, SCHILLER 2011, 6-18) aMdrocco (ARIEFF
2013, 6-7) have attempted to solve their politisalies through the first means. The
main advantage of the violent revolution approashthat it is capable of
spontaneous, quicker and bolder result. Howevemibthod does not necessarily
guarantee that the target result would authenyitelachieved or last long.

Egypt and Libya have got their share of violent hetron, but the
consequence of the unsettled moments on theirigadléconomy may regrettably
continue for a very long time to come. One of thggbst disadvantages of this
method is that rather than resulting in the tagetnge, some group of aggrieved
individuals who have been kept out of power assalteof political dynamics of a
country could use the opportunity to settle theatitigal scores or to entrench
themselves. They simply hijack the processes toqumece themselves as the long
awaited messiahs.

The machinery for the achievement of the secondhasballot. What the
people need to do is first to find a means to hibld political officeholders
accountable even from the grassroots. That is, ¢ople for instance should hold
their Ward leaders, councillors, officeholders ae@resentatives whom they see
regularly accountable. It is understood that theinarry people may not have access
to their senators and state governors who may deidfortify themselves with

ONsecurity agents and personnel or simply relocatemaeently to Abuja, the federal
LNcapital city away from the constituency of the &eates that voted them. Doing so
:tccould make it difficult for the ordinary electorat®® have access to their
Arepresentative or governor. Although the social imeprovides platforms and
opportunities to reduce spatial gaps and increesesaibility, it is still not advisable
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or recommended that the ordinary citizenry rungratheir Senators and state
Governors in order to hold them responsible or aetable, except in cases of
violent revolutions, which is itself recommendabidy with conditions.

When the ordinary people in political wards holdeithWard party
chairpersons and councillors accountable, withouthmado, the councillors will
hold the local government chairpersons and stgieesentative responsible. It is
worth noting that the thinking, as implied in theggestions of scholars that the
political and economic situation of Nigeria coulddically improve from top to
bottom is only a mirage because the president tidikely to help check the local
councillors and make them obedient to the laws. Hivérere are federal rules and
laws, the effectiveness of those federal laws woldhely depend on the
effectiveness of the local people.

These in turn will ensure that the president behapgsopriately. In Nigeria
however, giving the examples of Achebe and Diamautiplars have continually
impressed it on the minds of the people that tieer® solution to the corrupt nature
of their leaders. Achebe and Diamond are by no méfam only scholars who give
that impression. All internalist scholars are gquibhf it. By arguing that the
postcolonial politicians are the causes of and tewmls to the postcolonial
shortcomings of Nigeria they give the impressioattthe people are perfectly
innocent and are mere helpless victims of the msuntable malevolent forces
named “political leaders.”

The position maintained in this paper is that pofis are not super
humans. In the case of Nigeria they have only reethcorrupt and insensitive to the
plight of the people and would retain their impyniintil such a time when the
people are able to demonstrate that they havedivemto put the politicians under
check. The best place to begin is at least for aaaevice a means by which their
votes could count in placing or displacing any megi That is, to send out the signal
that the people have the right and can actualyhgbaalter or remove even the
incumbent regime. Politicians can hardly continu¢hieir impunity and self-conceit
when they are aware that the people are watchtlbag sensitive to their behaviour
or that the people would change them for their oppts at poll in the next election.
The only reason why politicians would continue tketdhe people for granted in a
democracy is that the people still regard themseasepassive followers rather than
the leaders that they are. This second method thisugjow and the people seldom
use it until they have frustratingly been pusheth®owall. The difficulty involved in
making the majority of people see things rightlgtta particular regime is actually
not performing and therefore needs to be changeecesly in a democratic system
where everyone has the right to their opinion isuge challenge. This is coupled

QOwith the fact that the rich corrupt politicians tbwise the state funds to induce the
\Opubllc towards seeing things their own ways. lagsually the most tedious path to
u:take but it is far more effective when considefretn the point of view of its long
Eterm results. In addition, the change achievedutfiinothat method is usually more
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reliable than the first because it would imply & €6 change rooted in the mind and
will of the people themselves.

The position maintained in this paper does not in w&ay imply that the
efficiency or moral standard of a president dogsameount to anything in Nigeria.
At least, some individuals and officeholders coblegin to emulate the social
behaviours of their president or governor or asdége may be. The point here is,
there is no guarantee that such a top-bottom agraegt will go any far. Whatever
achievement is made using such the top-bottom rdetloalld be superficial because
it does not take root in the mentality of the peo#hould there emerge another
president or federal representative who decidedot@therwise, because those are
not his duties or priorities, then the successesrded by previous regimes in such
direction relapses. The best way to ensure coniigiito entrust it into the hands of
the people themselves.

Like in the case of the religious cases of Messidixpectation, some
previous philosopher of politics (both the indigaa@nd the foreign like Achebe and
Diamond respectively) have raised the false hope ttiere will emerge a political
Messiah who will save Nigeria from all its sociatonomic and political quagmires.
Politicians have also taken advantage of the “raessi expectation to present
themselves as the “He” (saviour) who has come, tifurther exploit the people or
leave them worse than they met them.

It is also a misconception of democracy even thatigh doneignocently.
The people have misconceived leadership in a detimagstem. As explained in
Olatunji and Oke (2014, 134-150) for the peoplestmain passive followers is a sort
of innocence based on mere ignorance of theirihegié roles, which the politicians
would want to hide from the people in order to neimthestatus quo.

Conclusion
The paper resumed, in agreement with most scholaoshave taken interest in the
social, political and economic situation of Nigewdth an acknowledgement of the
political instability of the democratic practice Migeria. That is, the paper agrees
that Nigeria experiences political, economic aneinesocial challenges. It agrees that
in spite of regime changes the situation has ngrawed. It notes how Nigerians
have had the hope that mere ascendance into tii®pad governance (which they
have mistaken for the position of leadership) sanog of politicians would rescue
the nation from its political challenges. The pajukmtifies the mistakes (error in
thinking) committed by thinking in that manner. Tékere, the paper made a
paradigm shift from the theoretical tradition offshg blames between the colonial
and postcolonial elements and forces. It simplynérad one of the basic
v—lassumptions upon which literary and theoreticaitjpos that postcolonial Nigerian
\OIeaders are the causes of the challenges thandyrptague the country is erected.
b«cEmponlng the examples of Chinua Achebe and Larignidind, the paper employs
Sthe epistemological rigor of analysis and logicatgue that the two scholars have
directed their criticisms in the wrong and mislegdidirection not merely by
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identifying the political leaders of Nigeria as tbause of the woes of the country,
but more importantly by attributing leadership e tvrong category of persons in a
democratic system. The paper demonstrates how thetrgocould continue to
pursue mere shadows by looking in the wrong dinactvhile their desired solutions
remain distant dreams.
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