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ABSTRACT
Donor support for Civil Society Organizations (CSOs) in Nigeria has grown over the
years with noticeable increase since the return of the country democratic rule on May
29, 1999. However, involvement and impact of CSOs in Nigeria's democratic
processes have been treated with mixedfeeling. The aim of this study is to examine the
relationship between development partners. civil society and democratic
consolidation in Nigeria. Moreover, datafor this study were obtained from text books.
Journal articles. DFID report. USA.JDreport and other similar international agencies.
However. we discovered that there is absence of capacity development of Civil Society
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Organizations (CSOs) at the state and local government level rather there is capacity
development at the.national level. This has resulted to the marginalisation of state based
civil society organisation that have contributed in demanding for accountability from
political parties, elected officials, the media at-the state level. Weargued here that for
CSOs to effectively participate in democratic consolidation process in Nigeria their
resource base and capacity must be enhanced for them to pay greater attention to
grassroots development especially in the area of infrastructure.

Keywords: CSOs, Democratic consolidation, Capacity Development in
,Nigeria, USAID

articulated civil society organization can widen democratic space by
promoting pluralism and greater citizens' participation in election. Also,
CSOs can deepen democracy in any political setting in order to ensure
that the embedding values and institutions of liberal democracy
entrenched within society.

Besides, 1990s marked increased interests on the part of
governments from Western societies in funding civil society in Africa in
an attempt to promote the continent's democratization process (Barkan
1994; Diamond 1995a; Robinson 1995, 1996a, 1996b; Carothers 1997).
More recently, however, civil society has come to be seen as playing a
potentially pivotal role in supporting economic policy inAfrica.

Over the years, donor support for democracy funding in African
countries has been scaled up from a narrow focus on the more formal
procedural elements of democracy such as elections and' formal
democratic institutions, towards a more gradual long-term bottom-up
civil society-oriented approach. Today, donors' policies on democracy
have been focusing on two levels of engagement. First, politicians have
been mediating at the highest diplomatic levels· (top-down approach).
Second, Donors policies on democracy promotion have acquired a good
reputation for grassroots capacity-building bottom-up projects which
can be considered a distinctive emphasis of advanced de~ocracies of the
world.

Introduction
The notion of 'civil society' emerged in eighteenth-century as a social
space different from the state and the extended family. This notion of
'civil society' was developed by Adam Ferguson and Adam Smith in a
different way. G. W. F. Hegel was revived in the 1980s and early 1990s in
response to the fall of communism, which, many Scholars have argued,
had been limited because it sys~ematically denied the possibility of the
existence of such a space. Moreover, civil society' act as a substitute for
the state, while global civil' society itself is partly signified by the
existence of informal, non-state, transnational pressure groups in the area
of the environment, but also encompassing human rights, animal rights,
the anti-global capitalist movement, pro-capitalist groupings such as
Davos and Bilderberg, religious movements, transnational political
parties among others, and reinforced as a global phenomenon by cross-
cultural global trends in consumption, entertainment and
'infotainment'(Brown, & Ainley, 2005).

In Africa, more than in any other region of the world, donors' have
played significant role to nurturing and influencing democracy in the
continent (Diamond 1997: 35). Since civil society was first mooted as an
important democratic actor in African politics in the early 1990s, its main
role has been seen in terms of democratic consolidation. A well

Since the return of Nigeria to democratic rule on May 29, 1999.
Donors have been at the forefront in promoting economic liberalisation
through civil society programmes in the country. This has been
particularly visible in liberalization programme of the country entitled
"Nigeria - Vision 2020;',. by means which they hopes to transform
middle-income countries annual growth rates of 7 per cent. Thus, to
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achieve, such accelerated adjustment in the economies of developing
countries requires broad ·societal consensus which Civil Society
O~ganizations have been perceived as a tool for achieving the goal.

On the whole, this study seeks to examine the relationship
between development partners, Civil Society Organizations and
democratic consolidation in Nigeria's fourth republic.

used to mean a regime jhat was committed to secure the rule oflaw for the
common good on behalf of people, common good meant the provision of
basic rights, public safety, education for all, and basic infrastructure like
roads, electricity, pipe borne water, hospitals among others. Within this
view, civil society was seen as a good society where democratic
dividends are delivered to the citizens.

According to Jan Aart Scholte, civil society is understood to be a
political space where voluntary associations deliberately seek to shape
the rules that govern aspects of social life. Civil society organizations
target formal rules; they seek to change and/or impose social constructs
or social orders. Civil society can also encompass many sorts of actors,
and it is much wider than the formal world of nongovernmental
organizations (NGOs).Civil society exists wherever and whenever
voluntary associations of any kind try deliberately to shape rules that
govern society, broadly defined (www.schoolforcivilsociety.calwp-

. .
contentluploads120 13/0 I!What -is-Civil-Society.pdf).

Potter, Binns, ·Elloit, and Smith, (2004:309) sees civil society to
mean the society over which government governs, it needs to be
recognized that some parts of society may be highly organized, while
other parts of society may have little access to government or indeed
international organizations, "even though they may be equally, if not
more affected, by government policy and World Bank or IMF decisions.

Ikelegbe (2013) defined civil society as the associationallife of
citizens characterized by cornmon interests, civil and pubic purposes, and
voluntary collective autonomous actions. It also stretches to include all
those associations that enables citizens to participate voluntarily, freely
and openly within the public realm, and operate and function independent
of and outside state and corporate powers though, relating with them.

Conceptual Discourse and Literature Review
Development Partners, Civil Society Organizations And
Democratic Consolidation in Nigeria. .

The term "civil society" and "Non-governmental organization"
are often used interchangeable,most notably withi~ the writings of the
international financial institution. Though, in the literature, there is
considerable debate about the meaning of civil society, its relevance, and
its conceptual usefulness in the African context (Hutchful 1996; Mark
Robinson 1998; Makumbe 19?8). Therefore, concept of civil society in
social science literature does not have a straight-jacket definition. Over
the years, scholars and philosophers have used the term civil society in
different contexts to mean different thing. However, several attempts
have been made to apprise some of the conceptualizations of the concept
ofCSOs and establish a working definition in this study.
Riddell and Bebbington, (1995) rightly observe that:

"Civil society' is a notoriously slippery
concept. It has entered donor terminology
without careful definition.,.. In many
respects, the term is used as a codefora set of
ideas related to participation, good
governance, human rights, privatisation and
public sector reform" (Riddell and
Bebbington 1995: 23).

During the.classical period for instance, the term civil ';ety was

04
I
'-

05



DEVELOPMENT PARTNERS, CIVIL SOCIETY ORGANISATION AND
DEMOCRATIC CONSOLIDATION IN NIGERIA

DEVELOPMENT PARTNERS, CIVIL SOCIETY ORGANISATION AND
DEMOCRATIC CONSOLIDATION IN NIGERIA

Civil society act as a buffer against the power of the central government
and in that capacity encourages individuals to follow their own courses
without fear of intimidation from the central government. Besides, civil
society is also defined as the arena outside of the family, the state and the
market where people associate to advance common interest. ,

Uwan and Ye~oo (2009) civil. society.is defined as the set of
institutions and organizations that interface between the state, business
world and the family. They further argued that civil society is the arena of
un-coereed collective actions around shared interest, values.Tntheory
the Institutions are different from the state, business and family world
though in practice, the boundary between the state; family.market and
civil society are often complex, blurred and negotiated. They identified
civil society, to include Nongovernmental, Organizatioll,s;(NGOs),
Private Voluntary, Organizations" (PVOs)" people's organizations,
community based organizations (CBOs), civic clubs, .and trade unions.,'

Schmitters, (1997) define~, <:iyil society as,.: -a ,~et of self-
organized intermediary group~ that: are relatively, independent of both
authorities and private units of production, that is, of firms and families;
are capable of deliberating aboutand taking collective actions in defense,
or promotion of their interests ~r passions; do not seek to replaceeither
the state agents or private producers or to accept responsibilityfor
governing the polity as a w401e; and agree to act within pre-established
rules of a civil nature, that is conveying mutual respect.This position was
supported by Jega, (2007:246) on the elaborate context in which Civil
Society organizations can be contextualized.

According to Aristotle, he defined civil society as a "public
ethical community of free and equal citizens, under a legally defined
system of rule" (!made (2007). Alternatively, civil society can be defined

as an arena in which people take common actions to pursue common
objectives, without reward of profit or political power. These
organizations range from associations, unions, and mass organizations,
networks, social organizations, to social movements .. '

Orji (2004b) see civil society as o~ganized activities by groups or
,group of individuals essentially out to perform certain services with a
'view ~finfluencing the government in its policies 'and programs for the
'improvemeht of society. According to dha~~-Pasha (2005),~ivil s;ciety
is {md~isto~d to mean a sphere that is separate from th~' state lilld the
market, ~nd formedby p~opIe who ha~e c~~~n needs interest and, .... . ", ,!.
values.

,". In a reiaf~d dbvelop~b~i, U~ais (200'8) ~ef~rsto dvil society as
:the ;u~; total;Of' thoseorganizations ~ci'netw~~ks '~hich lie outside the

formal state' apparatus, which i~?ludes: social groups, professi~nal
groups and non-governmental organizations. Olateju (2012) in a separate
remark' a'r'iu~~ that Civil society i~ ~ften used to mean either society as
opposed to the state or, more precisely as an inte~ediat~ sphere ~fsocial
'J~garii~ation or association between thehasic ~i~ of society -.:.fan'tily
and firms' and the state. Marx reterr~d to ~ivil soci~~ as "the true source
oftheatre of all history,': (Bobbio, 1979:29 cited in legit; 2007:i54). " ,

Civicus defm~~ civil society as the arena, ~utside of the family,
the state arid the market where people associat~t~ ad~ance common
interests. Th~ CSOs has 'two interesting fe~tures that contrast with other
civil society concepts. First, its goal is to a~old the co~~entional focus on
formal' and' institutionalized civil' societY' organizations by also
considering informal coalitions and groups. Second, whereas civil
society is sometimes perceivedas an area with positive actions and
values, the CSOs seeks' to assess both the positive and the negative

~,.
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manifestations of civil society. This concept consequently includes not
only the humanitarian organizations and associations active in
environmental protection, for example, but also groups such as skinheads
and aggressive football supporters the CSOs not only assess the extent to
which CSOs support democracy and tolerance, but also the extent of their
intolerance or even violence (Action Aid, 2007: 19).

Diamond, (1999) defines civil society as the "realm of organized
social life that is open, voluntary, self-generating, at least, at partially sel-
supporting, and autonomous from the state, and bound by a legal order or
set of shared rules." The problems w'ith this definition, however, is that it
is difficult to distinguish civil society from society in general, as it
involves citizens. acting collectively in the public sphere that is "made up
of associations-voluntary, autonomous, professional or non-professional
which have risen out of self-organizational efforts of various social
forces".

Definitions are changing as civii society is recognized as encompassing
far more than a mere "sector" dominated by the NGO community: civil
society today includes an ever wider and more vibrant range of organized
and unorganized groups, as new civil society actors blur the boundaries
between sectors and experiment with new organizational forms, both
online and off.

On the whole, we shall situate the context of our definition of
Civil Society Organizations within the framework of Jega, (2007) who
sees CSOs as highly contested public sphere, characterized, by struggles,
crosscutting, and contradictory alliances, in relation to both the economy
and the state. He added that Civil Society Organizations are neither
independently or autonomously juxtaposed against the neither state nor
inherently democratic, with the overall interest of the larger society at
heart.

Furthermore, Osaghae,(1997) identifies three key elements as
iinportant in the definition or conceptualization of civil society:
. . '.
autonomy from the state, public character (setting a normative order for
the state) and furtherance of a common good on the basis of this
definition. Grassroots social movements which draw their strength from
solidarity and the struggle against oppression are part of civil society.
Roniger provide further elaboration arguing that the primary function of
civil society is to provide a platform for citizens to express their interests,
preferences and ideas, to exchange information, achieve collective goals
and make demands to improve the structure and functioning of the state
(cited inActionAid, 2007).

The World Economic Forum (2013) argues that the definition of
..."':~

civil society is broadening and roles of traditional. ectors changing: .

'On the other hand, the term "Democratic Consolidation" was
meant to describe the challenge of making new democracies secure, of
extending their life expectancy beyond the short term, making them
immune against the threat of authoritarian regression. This
normalization requires the expansion of citizen access, development of
democratic citizenship and culture, broadening ofleadership recruitment
and training, the functioning of a mature civil society and political
institutionalization. Therefore, consolidation requires that habituation to
the norms and procedures of democratic conflicts regulation will be
developed. A high degree of institutional routinization is the key to such a
process (Valenzuela, 1990).

In academic literature on democratic studies several authors have
argued that the key ind'icators of democratic consolidation on the
percentage of voters in a particular country who consider democracy as

08

<.'

09



DEVELOPMENT PARTNERS, CIVIL SOCIETY ORGANISATION AND
DEMOCRATIC CONSOLIDATION IN NIGERIA

.'

an indispensable way ofli'fe and are willing to go all lengths to defend it.
For the performance of democracy globally, the quality of its practice has
been measured in terms of protection ~fhuman rights, defense of justice
and. equality, res~onsiveness and eff~ctiveness'" of gove~ance and
nonviolent political expression. A critical ass~ssment of demo~racy' in
~igeria especially: in contemporary fourth republic one w:041ddef~itely
n9trank t~e country high in this regard because ofthe blatant violations of
democratic rul~s,.a:nd processes. 'Thu~, ma~y NigerlaIls would not
.subscribe t9. the notion ~~geria has attained high Ievel ~fdemocratic

~~ms?,'idation ,~~ncethere are vio lations of de~oc@tic principles at almost
all.sphere of g?,vernange inthe country, ' ., : ' , " ,

-r ; ", _,yalejnzuel~,(l,990)juxtaposes "consolidated" apd':'deploc~cy".
He argues that the use of both term are~~leailingfor the studyqi'~ny
t):'ansitiops,Qciety.}:Ie, further .'argued, that, since some~hing that-is
."consolidated::, has the quality of being ,~e~mingly tmmune to
disint~gr.~t~on, there is ,a ,t~~dency.c,tQ ,~'s$o~iate, "c~n~~lidat~d
d~mocra~!e~" with, their .stability a~d,by, extensi~n, to convert the
pa,ssage,of time with no regime reversals a~<lthe absenc~' of p~tentially
destabilizing, factors into the basic criteria' of de~oc~atic consolidati~n
While, the d~ability of a de~oc~~tic'regime' isa~ attribute o~
conso~idatipn, this .characteristic does, ~oiprovide 'in itself an ~d~qu~te
.basis to groundthe notion of consolidation. '

, .' .: .. '.. 'I ;

, Finally, d,emocratic consolidation implies the deliberate political
, process in a polity by which democracy is "so broadly and profoundly

legitiInatised among its citizens that it is very unlikely .to break d~wn"
(~.oy~f.org/perspective/6-Q63000), It means a democratic state that
cannot ~ome to an end suddenly or abruptly ~hrough unconstitutional acts
such as military coups or dictatorships. It implies establisher' stability in

i
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governance. Besides, consolidation of democracy in any country
involves behavioural and institutional changes that normalize
democratic politics and narrow its uncertainty that is capable of
truncating the democratic process .

In the literature a lot of factors of stimulated the interest of donor
agencies in African civil society (Robinson 1995; William Robinson
1996; Carothers 1997). 'Omodia and Eruka, (2007) in their study of the
role of Civil Society Organizations (CSOs) in Nigeria suggested that
Civil Society Organizations (CSOs) must remain autonomous social
entity ifthey must survive in Nigeria. Omodia arid Erunka in their'studies
suggested ways of encouraging CSOs in expanding their 'development
activities at the community leVels in Nigeria. Bradley, (2005) in his
studies asserts that considering' the increasing pressure of globalization
on states globally, civil societY'6rga~izations operating in form of Non-
Governmental Organizations are helping the states -t~ fill -~ such
vacuum. He further argues' iliat in 'Nigeria Non-Governmental
~rgimiz~tions are playing significant i~le irr addressing democratic
limitations. • ' . ' -" ,

Cooper, and Farooq, (2014) examines the evolving pattern' of
democracy promotion by three emerging donors: India, Braiil and South
Africa. They argued that despite the risk of compromising secu~ity and
trade interests, the emerging donorshave adapted to a 2x1 (two by two)
model of democracy promotion, by which they circumvent risk by
promoting procedural democracy through bilateral means and non-
procedural democracy through multilateral frameworks. The model
safeguards the emerging donors from criticism of being undue
interveners in other countries' domestic affairs, it also privileges th6m\' '
with international recognition for being responsible partners III

11
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democracy promotion. It is against this backgrourid that this study seeks
to examine the relationships between development partners, Civil
Society Organizations and democratic consolidation in Nigeria's fourth

republic.

Development Partners, Civil Society Organizations and
Democratic Consolidation in Nigeria

Democracy consolidation is widely seen as the major reason for
development partners support for civil society organizations all over the
world. Development partners support for civil society organizations in
Africa often place emphasis on improving 'governance', which in the
1990s came to be identified by many as the key factor affecting the
continent's development and the prospects of democratic consolidation.
For instance, the US foreign policy towards the developing countries,
have recognise the significance of cultiv~ting strategic alliances with
civil society organizations in many developing countries. In addition,
with the demise of nationalist and socialist ideologies, such foreign
policy are no longer viewed with distrust in contemporary democratic
system globally (Momoh, 2017).

Democracy depends on enlightened and organised civil society
articulating itself, and bringing influence to bear on the decision-making
process of the state, during and beyond elections (Westrescher, 2007 :41).
The 2002 United Nations Human Development Report stressed that the

. best way to achieve sustainable human development is to build strong
and deep democratic governance at all levels of society. The report made
it very clear that democratic participation is a goal in its own right and not
merely a means to achieve human development (Spengler, 2007:51).

The Civil Society Organizations (CSOs) have been struggling
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with developing new tactics and programs under current democratic rule
in· Nigeria, such as enhancing access to the legislature, serving" in
watchdog roles, and seeking to engage more effective citizen
participation in local affairs (Lewis, 2005:39). Over the years in Nigeria,
associations of civil society remain poorly developed. Civil society
organisations and newspapers critical to the incumbent government
often find themselves victims of government sanctions. The Nigerian
political system arguably has not developed into institutionalised,
consolidated democracies where democratic institutions and rules will
become 'the only game in town' (Linz & Stepan, 1996; Momoh, 2017).

Also, there has been relative focus of Civil Society Organizations
(CSOs) at the state and local government levels when it comes to civil
engagement in Nigeria. However, Civil Society Organizations (CSOs) at
the national level have dominated access to donors support and capacity
building over the years, with limited evidence of benefit trickling down
to state and local government areas where large percentage of Nigerians
live. Besides, during election huge resources are expanded on domestic
observation through Civil Society Organizations (CSOs) at the national
level while Civil Society Organizations (CSOs) 'at the state and local
government levels have limited access to resource (DGD Road Map,
2015).

Moreover, there is absence of capacity development of Civil
Society Organizations (CSOs) at the state and local government level
rather capacity development has concentrated at the national level. This
has resulted· to the marginalisation of state based civil society
organisation which plays a vital role to play in demanding for
accountability from political parties, elected officials, the media at the
statelevel (DGD Road Map, 2015). More worrisome is the fact that s~me

13
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local Civil Society Organizations have been involved in certain grand
corruption cases, staged public protests against the prosecution of high
profile individuals in Nigeria. For instance, the former Governor of
Bayelsea state, DSP Alamesigha who was the executive governor of
Bayelsa state between 1999 and 2006 was never challenged by any CSO
until he was arrested in the UK. Although he dubiously maneuvered the
UK Metropolitan police and ran to Nigeria by disguising himself in
female attire, he had never been tried since his return from the UK.
Unfortunately, he was later granted a state pardon by past president,
Goodluck Jonathan.

Similarly, the former governor of Delta State, Chief James Ibori,
who was jailed in London, for money laundering and abuse of public
trust. However, when the Economic and Financial Crimes Commission
(EFCC) operatives attempted to arrest and prosecute him in the country,
operatives of the EFCC were attacked by the Ijaw Youth Movement
(IYM). The act .arguably has not been in anyway condemned by

. numerous numbers ofCSOs in Nigeria.
A number of factors have necessitated development partners'

support for CSOs in Nigeria. This is because there is a plethora of human
rights and women's Non-Governmental Organizations (NGOs), for
instance, but they have been struggling for financial sustainability since
the end of military rule in 1999 led to a shift in international focus to
formal and informal institutions of government. This has also made
donors to be complaining that democratic institutions in the Nigeria are
still very weak and scarcely capable of resisting destabilizing forces. As
there is weak civil society and a lack of transparency and accountability
underscore the fragility of Nigerian democracy (Adetula, Kew & Kwaja,
2010).

1
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Donors like the United Nations Development Programme
(UNDP), European Union (EU),. UK Department for International

. Development (DFID), and the United States Agency for International
Development (USAID) have attempted to fight the negative trends of
increasing disapproval of the performance of the Nigeria's democratic
institutions that has been fuelled by corruption and, increasingly, violence
that ensured the continued dominance of a small, multi-ethnic oligarchy
over the political, economic, and social systems (Momoh, 2017).
Thus, democracy strive when there is educated, articulate and organised
civil society organization in operation, which has the possibility of
influencing public policy as well as voting behavior (choice) of the
electorate (Spengler, 2007:52).

A critical assessment of USAID which have been described as a'
leading donor for supporting CSOs in Nigeria has taken two fo~s. First,
it has strengthened the collective capacity of the private sector by
sponsoring civil society organizations. Besides, USAID have also played
significant role in supporting local research institutions and private as
well as civic organisations, to strengthen their capacity to participate in
the policy change process. The motivation behind this effort is to help
institutionalize tools and fora for policy change that will improve policy
management and improve sustainability of policy change in Nigeria's
democratic system (Momoh, 2017). .

DFID supported an innovative mobile phone-based "Parallel
Vote Tabulation" system to enable CSOs monitor and verify election
results in 2011 general elections in Nigeria. DFID through its DDIN has
also helped in promoting voters education, election management, media
training, election monitoring and women's participation (DFID, 2014).
According to Glentworth and Afari-Gyan, (2011) DFID through it DDiN

15
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project used the Strategic Fund support to assisted two Civil society
organizations to sponsor the "Enough is Enough" and "Wangonet"
programmes aimed at mobilizing young middle class Nigerians to take
part in politics. Furthermore, the DDiN project has improved the
capacity of CSOs such that they are becoming more effective at voicing
their concerns, and social media and other medium of communication are
contributing to a greater level of engagement in the Nigerian democratic
processes.

Also, the DFID via it DDiN project aided the passage of the
Freedom of Information Bill in 2011. This has resulted increasing level
of civic activity and media vibrancy. DDiN support for CSOs in Nigeria
has improved the capacity of the Nigeria Election Situation Room
(NESR) which consists of over 30 CSOs that served as observers,
communication and monitoring hub that coordinate between CSOs and
election activities in Nigeria. Today the .NESR is serving as a
clearinghouse for field observations for CSOs in Nigeria-such that NESR

. make the 2011 general elections the "broadest ... and most. .. monitored in
the country's history" (DFID, 2014:9).-

°Donors' are also subject to conflicts of intent, for example
between short-term economic interests and an informed interest in
sustainable development. When assessing Nigerian democracy against
the backdrop of a simple democracy index, like the Bertelsmann
Foundation's index, it becomes apparent that Nigeria is not democratic as
it democratic processes, democratic principles lack a profound link to
society. The dislocation between civil society and democratic
consolidation is one classic example as CSOs are weak at the state and
local government level.

However, donors' engagement is rather weak at the mid-level of

L
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political-institutional level reforms such as political parties, parliament
support and reform of civil-military relations. This is problematic
because an overly strong focus on civil society grassroots support may
not be enough. It is often argued that the democracy-generating potential
of civil society depends largely on the existence of effective links
between the civil society grassroots on one hand and political decision-
makers on the other hand (Momoh, 2017).

On the whole, there is absence of capacity development of Civil
Society Organizations (CSOs) in Nigeria at the state and local
government level rather there is capacity development at the national
level. This has resulted to the marginalization of state based Civil Society
Organizations (CSOs) which have vital role to play in demanding for
accountability from political parties, elected officials, the media at the

o state level (EU EOM, 2003, & 2007).

.Conciusion and Recommendations
Donor support for civil society forms a relatively small

proportion of aid programmes when compared to other areas of support.
For instance, the kind of civil society organisations that donors fund in
Nigeria are among the key actors in each society. Such groups are at the
centre of shaping the most important questions facing the country: the
type of economic policy to be pursued, the meaning and content of
democracy, the form and power oflocal government, and the position of
women in society. These CSOs are either funded by more than one donor
or receive substantial funding from only one external source. In this
study, we first provide conceptual clarity about Civil Society
Organizations (CSOs). Then, we review relevant literature on
development partners, Civil Society Organizations (CSOs) and

17



DEVELOPME1VT PARTNERS, CIVIL SOCIETY ORGANISATION AND
DEMOCRATIC CONSOLIDATION IN NIGERIA

I
I
I

I

democratic consolidationrn Nigeria. Finally, we suggested ways of
encouraging CSOs in expanding their development activities at the
community levels in Nigeria.

From the following analysis we suggest that: Firstly, for CSOs to
effectively participate in democratic consolidation process in Nigeria
their resource base and capacity must be enhanced for them to pay greater
attention to grassroots development especially in the area of
infrastructure. Secondly, donors can only supplement, support, and
motivate the democratic transformation process in Nigeria as bulk ofthe
efforts at engaging the government lies with the CSOs themselves.
Therefore, donors should ensure that promoting democratic
consolidation in Nigeria will be possible through its harmonious working
relationships with CSOs.

Development partners should continue to provide training for
staff of CSOs on fundamental democratic values and principles that will
help consolidating on the hitherto achievements recorded. In addition,
development partners should also empower Civil Society Organizations
(CSOs) to be able to engage in massive voters' education programme at
gross roots level. They should among other things adapt to local culture
and environments and at the same time explain to illiterate Nigerians in
their dialect what democracy and elections are all about in practice.

Also, donors should enter into contractual agreements with Civil
Society Organizations (CSOs) for at least three to four years period with
adequate funding to enable CSOs hold public office holders accountable.
Furthermore, development partners should encourage democracy
inclined CSOs to be involve in every elections in Nigeria. Besides, Civil
Society Organizations (CSOs) should encourage Nigerian voters to
reject choices of political candidates on the basis of tribe and religion or
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becau~e ~ayments are involve in any election. Lastly, Civil Society
Organizations (CSOs) should among oth . thi .'.. er mgs engage in the
momtonng of elected officials after when they have been lected:'. e ec e ,
m~~Itor ~e behaviour of political parties and above all mobilize
eligible NIgerians to vote.

REFERENCES

Action Ai~, (2007) Civil society in Nigeria: Contributing to positive
social changeAbuja: ActionAid

Barkan, 1. (1994) 'Can established democracies nurture democracy
abroa~? Lessons from Africa', Michigan State University
Working Paper on Political Reform in Africa No 10

Bayart, 1.F., (1986), Civil Society in Africa", in Chabal, P (ed) Political
Dominion in Africa:Reflections on the Limits of Power,
Cambridge: University Press

.Beckman, B. (1.9.93)'The liberation Ofcivil society: neo-liberal ideology
and political theory', Review of African Political Economy 58'
20-33 ' .

Bradley, T.M. (2005). Civil society and democratic progression in
postcolonial Nigeria: The role of N Gon- overnmental
Organizations Journal of Civil Society Vol.JNo1, 61-74

Brown, C. & Ainley, K. (2005). Understanding international relations
Third edition New York: Palgrave Macmillan

Burnell, P. (ed.) (2000).Democracy assistance: International co-

operation for democratization.
London: Frank Casso

Carothers, T. (1997) 'Democracy assistance: the question of strategy',

19



,

DEVELOPMENT PARTNERS, CIVIL SOCIETY ORGANISATION AND
DEMOCRATIC CONSOUDATION IN NIGERIA

Democratization. 4(3): 109-32
Carothers, T (1999).Critical mission. Essays on democracy promotion.

Washington, DC: Carnegie Endowment for International Peace.
Chabal, P. (1998), A Few Considerations on Democracy in Africa.

InternationalAffairs. 74 (2).
Cooper, F.A. and Farooq,A. (2014). Emerging donors: The promise and

. limits of bilateral and multilateral democracy promotion.
Responsible Development in a Polycentric 14th EADI General
Conference 23-26 June 2014, Bonn ,Available at
www.gc2014.org .

DFlD, (2014). Deepening Democracy in Nigeria phase 2 (DDIN 2) DFID
Nigeria: Abuja April, 2014

Diamond, L. (1995a) 'Promoting democracy in Africa: US and
international policies in transition' in J. Harbeson & D. Rothchild
(eds.) Africa in World Politics: Post-Cold War Challenges,
Boulder: Westview Press

Diamond, L. (1997). Prospects for democratic development in Africa,
. Stanford University: Hoover Institution on War, Revolution and

Peace
Diamond, L. (1999), Rethinking civil society towards democratic

consolidation, Crosswords. Vol 1 No 3. (February), Lagos:
United States Information.

European Union. (2003). National assembly elections. 12 April. 2003.
presidential and gubernatorial elections. 1fI' April. 2003 state
houses of assembly elections. 03 May 2003 European Union'
Election Observation Mission final report Brussels: European
Union

European Union (2007). Nigeria final report gubernatorial and state
Houses of assembly elections 141h April. 2007 and 'rlential

20

DEVELOPMENT PARTNERS, CIVIL SOCIETY ORGANISATION AND
DEMOCRATIC CONSOLIDATION IN NIGERIA

and national assembly elections 21" April, 2007 European Union
Election Observation Mission Brussels: European Union

Ghaus-Pasha, A. (2005): The role of civil organizations in governance.
Background Paper prepared for the sixth Global Forum on
Reinventing Governance May 24-27. Seoul, South Korea

Hearn.J. (2001) "The Use and Abuse of Civil Society in Africa", Review
of African Po liticaiE conomy, 27(4)

Helgesen, V. (2007).Internal actors, external actors: country.
categories, country approaches (III). in Konrad-Adenauer-
Stiftung,(2007).Worldwide promotion of democracy:
Challenges, role and strategy of the European Union
Proceedings of a conferen~e organised by the
European Office of the Konrad-Adenauer-Stiftung Brussels, 5-6
June 20Q7 P: 58-61

Hutchful, E. (1996) 'The civil society debate in Africa', International
Journal, 51: 54-77

. .
Ikelegbe, A.D. (2003), Civil Society and .Altemative Approaches to

Conflict Management, In T.A. I~obighe (ed) Civil Society and
Ethnic Conflict Management inNigeria. Ibadan:Spectrum.

Ikelegbe,A.D.,(2007), Civil society and democratic consolidation in
Africa: Issue, problems and .prospects"; Nigerian Journal of
Policy and Development,6(2)

Ikelegbe, A.D., (2013), State. civil society and sustainable development
in Nigeria, CEPED Monograph Series, No.7

Imobighe, TA. (2003) Introduction: Civil society, ethnic nationalism and
Nation building in Nigeria. In T A Imobighe (ed) Civil society
and ethnic conflict management in Nigeria .. Ibadan: Spectrum
Books Limited. Pp3- 12

21



'J

DEVElOPMENT PARTNERS. CIVIL SOCIETY ORGANISATION AND
DEMOCRATIC CONSOLIDATION IN NIGERIA DEVElOPMENT PARTNERS. CIVIL SOCIETY ORGANISATION AND

DEMOCRATIC CONSOLIDATION IN NIGERIA

I
I

l

Imade, M. (2007), Measuring social inclusion and cohesive. The
challenges, expert group meeting on creating and inclusive
society: Practical strategies to promote social Integration. Paris,
France, lO-13 September 2007.

Jega, M. A (2007) Democracy, govertunent and development in Nigeria
Ibadan: Spectrum Books Limited

Konrad-Adenauer-Stiftung,(2007). Worldwide promotion of democracy:
Challenges, role and strategy of the European Union
Proceedings of a conference organised by the
European Office of the Konrad-Adenauer-Stiftung Brussels, 5-6
June 2007

Lewis, P.M. (2005) Troubled election outcomes as a threat to democracy:
a global perspective in Nigeria electoral reform: Building
confidence for the future March 17-19, 2005 report on a'
conference at the Shehu Musa Yar'Adua Centre, Abuja: Center

. for Democracy and Election ManagementArnerican University
Makumbe, J. (1998) 'Is there a civil society in Africa?' International

Affairs, 74(2): 305-17
Mercy, AO. (2012). Civil society and democratic consolidation in

Nigeria", Journal of Emerging Trends in Educational Research
andPolicyStud{es (JETERAP) 3(1)

Momoh, Z. (2017). Development partners and Nigeria's electoral
processes: An assessment of United Nations Development
Programme Interventions (20lO-2015) Frankfurt, Germany:
Lambert Academic Publishing

Omodia, S.M. and Erunke, E.C. (2007). Civil society and democratic
consolidation in the Nigerian fourth republic: A reappraisal
Pakistan Journal ofS~cial Sciences «». 672-6762007

Orji, N. (2004b). Civil society and poverty reduction in Africa. African
Journal of Political and Administrative Studies Vol.J (1) May
Pp.41-51

Osaghae, E.,(1997),The Role of civil Society in Consolidating
Democracy: An African Comparative Perspective, African
Insight, 27(1)

Potter, B. R, Binns, T., Elloit,AT., and Smith, D. (2004). Geographies of
development: Second Edition: Harlow-England: Person
Education Limited.

Riddell, R. and Bebbington, A (1995) Developing Country NGOs and
Donor Governments: Report to the Overseas Development
Administration, London: Overseas Development Institute

Robinson, M. (1995) 'Strengthening civil society in Africa: the role of
foreign political aid', IDS Bulletin, 26(2): 70-80

Robinson, M .. (1996a). 'Strengthening civil society through foreign
political aid', ESCOR Research Report No R6234

Robinson, M. (1?96b) 'The role of aid donors in strengthening civil
society' in Clayton, A (1996a) (ed.) NGOs, Civil society and the
state: Building democracy in transitional' societies, Oxford:
INTRAC

Schmitter, P.C. (1997). Civil society east and west in Diamond, L. &
Plattner, M.F., Chu, Y, & Tien, H. (1997). Consolidating the third
wave democracies Baltimore and London: The Johns Hopkins
University Press Pp.239-262

Spengler, F. (2007). Internal actors, external actors: Country categories,
co u n try a p.p r o a c h (l) in Konrad - Ad ena u e r-
Stiftung,(2007).Worldwide promotion of democracy:
Challenges, role and strategy of the European Union Proceedings

22
23

.- 't:;j: 'bo'



I

I ~

DEVELOPMENT PARTNERS, CIVa. SOCIETY ORGAMSAnoN AND
DEMOCl!AnC CONSOUDAnoN IN NIGERIA

of a conference organised by the
European Office of the Konrad-Adenauer-Stiftung Brussels, 5-6
June2007P:51-54

Uwais, M. L. (2008) Report on electoral reforms in Nigeria. The
Constitution: Journal of Constitutional Development Vol. 9 (3). (
September. Pp. 50-153.

USAID (1994) Civil Society, Democracy and Development in Africa:
Proceedings of a Workshop for Development Practitioners,
Washington, DC: USAID

USAID Bureau of African Affairs (1997) 'Democratic Reform in sub-
Saharan Africa', factsheet, Washington, DC: USAID

UNDPIDGD Report, (2012) Revised project document democratic
governance for development project in Nigeria, Phase 11 April
2012. UNDP:Abuja

Owen E. and Yearoo. A. (2009), Strengthening Civil Society
Organizations IGovemment Partnership in Nigeria, International.
NGO Journal, 4(9)

Van Rooy, A. (ed.) (1998) Civil Society and the Aid Industry, London:
Earthscan

Van Rooy, A. and Robinson, M. (1998) 'Out of the ivory tower: civil
society and the aid system' in van Rooy, A. (ed.) Civil Society and
the Aid Industry, London: Earthscan

Westrescher, E. (2007).Democracy promotion: The German approach in
Konrad-Adenauer-Stiftung,(2007).Worldwide promotion of
democracy: Challenges, role and strategy of the European Union
Proceedings of a conference organised by the European Office of
the Konrad-Adenauer-Stiftung Brussels, 5-6 June 2007 P: 41

24

- .
.I

k

a

b
c

q

n.

it.

Pi

Ih

di


