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T}ze studv ;‘ocused on fhe pm cepfzom of elecﬂon qualzry am! n mtutiahahzatmn of .
i demvcmc,y in Nigeria, wzth emphasis on the 2011 gener al elections in Nigeria. The

 study adopted the empirical approach by using 1021811(‘, regres*‘@ i am‘ﬂysm i

Nigeria’s Afro-barometer Round 5, 2011 post-elections survey data (n=2400) fo assess

and evaluate citizens ' perceptions of election quality and its mkerem implications onj’
.- __msntunmmhzanon of democracy in:the country. The study /zypaﬂzeszzed that citizens’
" socio-economic factors such as age education, residence, economic and emp!aymem‘f .
ok s'mm,s" perwptmns of eleamml ir egularmes Iheu evaluation af eleez‘miz commissions,
i including exposure 10 news media are likely to mﬂuence their p.:?rceptions of election
. quality. Negative perceptions of e'lec*tmn qualu‘y ace ozmted Jfor cmztastable elf*aizon-"{_ :
'fe;sulz‘,s' an‘d pohttcal apath}! m llze pﬂimml Sysz.‘em T /w h)wm‘hews were. zfe.SIed lh Zhe
--..._'con{ex( of 2011 genefal electmns and the. /wpoﬂzeses were cmzﬂrzrwd The ze.su]t,s*-;

o fmdicfzred t/m! the perfm‘manw of. the Independmi Ngtwm/ Electmal Cammmszm?.";' !

- (INEC) was str ougly associated wilh citizens’ - per c:'epnons of elecnon quah(y, tk;mgk B
_f___'___j__gczt;zens perceptzons gf elatoral ém?gularme.,s*, mpos*me Lo, news medm and socio-
- -_econmmc )‘"actms a/so ma!fer F;oﬁt?wwg ffw—' f Hde S Of 1‘7’18 S‘THd}’, 1! Waé- feoommfggﬂ@d

r!_ii}mt pOlI(’j! ﬁmkens emd deve/opmem par ﬁzers .a:lwuld suppwt me .sﬁ engthem‘ng of "
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overall efficacy of the study findings relate to the implications of Election Mmmgemem
Body((EMB).-with: professionalism and impartiality in administeri mg electmﬂs m d
developing democracy such.as Nigeria. T
Keywords: Democracy, elections, eclection-related institutions, clectoral
irregularities,.public, . opinions. o o
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1. Introduction _
Elections are meaningfully democratic if they are free, fair, credible, participatory,
competitive, and legitimate. This is possible when they are administered by a neutral
authQnty

N “when the elec toml managemem body is Su/]zuenﬂy mmpezenr and N
 resourceful to take specific precautions against fraud; when the police,
military arid courts treaf Competmg candidates and parties impar tzally,
" ‘when contenders all have access 10 the public media; when électoral
districts and rules do not grossly handicap the opposition when the
... _secretof the.ballot is protected; when virtually.all adults can.vote; when..
procedures for organizing and counting the votes are widely known;
and when there are transparent and’ impar tial pr owdm es for resolving
election complaints and disputes” (Diamond, 2008).
The above. quotation succinctly encapsulates. the study“‘s focus . as well as

buggefstmg_ the basic components of an ideal demogratic system. Democracy ¢an only

be institutionalized. when-there. is popular confidence of citizens- in. the: conduct.of

electoral processes, . particularly elections (Kerr,. 2013), Bratton et al.-(2005) and
Moehler (2009) concluded that when citizens evaluate elections as credible, free and
fair, they:will'be more satisfied with tho democratic process, mere supportive of the
tuling government,:and more willing to-accept defeat in the electoral contest. In this
context, very:little has been researched about how citizens formulate their assessment
of election quality; despite the relevance-of ¢lections in shaping political attitudes and

behaviours in a'democratic society: Do cilizens evaluation of the performance of the

clection commissions>associated with their perceptions of election quahl,y‘? Do
petceptions of electoral’ 1rregular1tles 111[’11161106 perceptions ()f electmn quahty and
mbmutmnahzatmn of demomacy in Nig geria or did’ mub- ec:ononuc taulors nlﬂuence
ha pexceptmﬂs of election’ quality-in ngella in 201 17 A A S
“The purpose of this study was to 1nveshgdte the potmtﬁl determmants of citizens®
peneptmns ot electinn quallty and how they negaln?ely affect mstltutmnahmhon ot
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deioeratic institutions to gidrdntee citizens’ confidence in the electoral system. The
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democracy i in Nigeria. By. 1nqt1tuttenaltzanon of democragy is meant the entrenehment

“of demoecratie practicein a hitherto. IlOI‘l*demOGl'ath socicty.This usnally through the
-.eonduet of free, tan* and. tr-‘meparent eleettens This will .-mvolve-the- -eppltcatmn nt'

U~,1ng survey data frem Afro-—barnmeter (AB) Reund 5 on the 201] general
eleetmne in Nigeria, the study examined hew citizens'” evaluatmn ef the perfennanee
of electten-releted institutions, socio-cconomic. factors, e};poane to ncws media and

pereeptmns of elector al 1rregular1t1es are aesomated W1th peleepttene et eleehnn quality
‘ag the main dependent variable. The manner at which citizens rate or evaluate election

quality do negatively or positively atfect demecmhe praetlce (Bratton 1998 2008;

‘Schedler, 2002b; Shaffer, 2007). (‘fltlzens pereeptlons of the eleetnrnl proeess'es
.Ilncludmg the eleeterel bedy often resulte in ser ies of eleetlon-related htlgatlons after
,- _electlens and these can ultlmately leads to polttleal apathy dmnng elttzens Brnttnn
. (1998) argued that the metltuttenaltzatmn of demoetacy entaﬂs clttzens 'iwdera
| _aeeeptance of the electnral preeesses ' '

The emstlng ltterature h‘lS nffered basw explanatmns en the poten‘nal determmants

_n't perceptions eleetton qnahty and 1ts tnherent asseetatmn W1th demoeratle prncess o
_Performanee of eiet,nen-related 1nst1tutlem ret"er ’ro electlen manngement (electlonf,

B eomnnsstens) bnchee and ether state 1nst1tut10ns dnectly or mdtreetly engaged in the

“election admtntstratlen sueh aq the lndependent Nntlnnal Electeral Commusnnn |

- (INEC) and the courts (Dnnnend 2002 Mezaf far and Sehedler 2002 Ibrahnn 2007
N :‘.'Alvalez ez‘ a/ 200813 Hartlyn MeCey and Musttlle 2008 Blrch 2008 Hall et al.,

:"2009 .motnla 2010 ball et al., 2011; NI)I 2012) Seem-eeenomte taetnre (L1ps.et |

1959 1960 1994 Lewm-Beek 1980 1983 Crewe 1984 Aglnon et al 2004 I;kpe

s __2004 Papamanneu and Slnmoutns 2008) Expnanre te news tnedla (Deealo 19)2_

.....

' knewledge Network 2012) C1t1zens“ pereepnons ef electoral nregulannes (MeCaml |

and Den‘nnguez, 1998 Sehedle1 1999 Leheueq, 2003 Gnruba 2{)0’7 Schaf[‘er 2007 :

| '-Brnttun 2008

’__?:i__.-f'_ollter end Vteente, 2008 Kerr 2013) L
Two eleet1011-related lIleltuthIl- Independent Nettenal Eleetnral Cenuntssmn-*-

' }(INEC) and the eeurts of law were exnmmed wnhm the cnntext nf ngene‘*s 2011':'}-
ﬁ*-general elections. _Throughout this  paper, ﬂlC terms El@ﬂtlﬂﬂ Management Bodies
Independent Natlenal Eleetoral Comninssmn (INEC) and electlon};_-]
_"l_,gtdnnn1stratten are usegl mterchangeebly (o mean one end the same thmg Th}? study; o
| '_al‘@ atmeq e,t assessmg the efﬂeaey of e:luzene nptmons abeut eleetl(‘m quallty threngh
 information available to them. Fow 11terature rewewea doubt the relteblltty and vahdlty;f-* '-

-'fw 45.5[.

i rof eertatn mformﬁnon rnedta beeauxe elttnens“ are ltkely prone to mfnrmetten deﬁene

e 5
........
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This implied that not all information access by the citizens -about electoral issues-may
be accurate (Norris, 2004; Bratton et al., 2005; Mochler, 2009; Birch, 2011). “The
efficacy ‘of information accessed by citizens in fﬁrmulatmg their election quallty
OPIIliDle was gaUga,d usmg dvallablc medla llke news from telewsmn and I'ddl()

2. Corrclates of election quahty ﬁpinions
* Within the emerging literature- below, there are certain factors that are dlrectly
1elated to cltl?ens pcrceptmns Ot clcctlcm quallty Thcy 111clude B A

2 _l Perfﬁrmance nf election-n elated mstltutmns L o
ng,erla retumed to democratlc mle m 1999 aﬁer marathon years Ot mlhtary

.....

Natlonal Elcctoral Commlssmn (TNEC) Under the. ngerlan CUnStItutIOH (1999) as
amended and the E lectoral Act (2010) as amended, INbC is the electoral umplre in the

country, with the 1espon31b1l1ty for organmmg electlons to Vaﬂou‘a polltlcal oiﬁces in

the country Hawever every succes;swe elecnon orgﬂmsed by INEC since 1999 has
ralsed the credlblhty questlon (Ajﬂ}’l 2012) The 2011 geneml electmm did not wune%s
any radwal depar’run, from plewous Ll@btlUHS in terms of credlblllty Ikpe (2004)
ﬂrgued that the weak electlon-l elated mbtltutmus such as INEC, pohce COLlftb of law
etc had eitectwely reduc:ed electmns m ngel a to pBTIOle utuals o

Omaloh (2010) contended that eleclmn admlmstratmn mvolves constﬂulmnal
mteractlon mcludmg ]ngl mstlhltmnal rules and nrgamzatlonal practlces ‘that
ascertdm thc basw rules for elecl()ral processcs campalgns wglstmtmn of voters,
vo’tmg (m lhe elec:tmn day, resalutmn of elccuon d1 s,putes and cetlification of electmn
I'GSLI]‘[&;,:BY thls Ommah mean thc ﬂpp]lbdtlon of consmulmnal procedures and
electmal 1aws in orgamsatmn of GletlDl‘lS mcludmg dcchmtmn of results Agb’ije and

Adqumobl (2006) contended that eTectmn c:onumssmm are a stlateglu part nf an_
mstltulmnal set that _|01nt1y as.certam the problty of the electoral processes Ilaﬂ:lyn |

McCoy and Mustillo (2008) in theu' comparatwe study of Lalm Amerlca to test the
level of slgnltlmnce of electmn admmlslmtlon to the 1115.t1tutmnal1341:1011 ot dumocmuy,

1dentmed 1mp0rtant posli‘:we pI’OtGSbI()ﬂdl roles w1thm the context of mdependﬂnt*

electmal commls«,mus on elecmﬂl outcomes. Thcu‘ sludy showed that Ihe rules of the
Eame are 11kely io be 1espcctcd when there emst fomml legal mdependence within the
election '1dmm1~.t1 atlon Howevm ‘Mozaffar and Schedlm (2002) xubmntted th’-tt gond
Ll@btlmlb me prauhmlly not posmblu w1thout eftcuwe .;md efhmeni electoml
mbtltutmns A T ¢ 3o il P
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< Birch (2008) used -data.-from: 23 elecfions in- Orgamzatmn fnr -Economic
Cﬂoperatmn and® Development: (OECD) ‘countries to. investigate ~the- institutional
corrclates -of : election rquality. “Bireh:-identifies. EMB"s independent. along: with
proportionality” of elections and politicdl: parties™ financing as:the institutional:factors
that structure’citizens! confidence in the electoral process. She argued that citiZens are
more likely to regard elections as not free and fair in eountries where the: EMBs-arc
indcpendent. Birch*s findings contradicted the existing theoretical and empirical
literature because it was only tailored to the effect of EMBs institutional independent
while neglecting other institutional . dimensional - designs. Birch- ascribed: the
confradictions to the fact that formal legal-independence of EMB might mean
independence of the EMB in the real sense. Several empirical findings have concluded
that EMBs with considerable levels of autonomy are more likely to provide the context
for credible elections (Pastor, . 1999; Hartlyn ef al.; 2008). Hall ez al. (2009) conducted
promising studies in the American context. for single dimensional assessment.of the
election commission's performance.: The study. focused. on-the EMB*s capagity: by
exploring citizens™ assessment of poll workerperformance during the 2000 US general
elections. ?[‘fh;@irt;f'ii;ding_ revealed-that citizens who rated-the performance of the poll
worker as excellent had a considerable level of confidence in the clections. Similarly,
Alvarez.et al; (2008b) showed that how citizens.evaluate the credibility of the electoral
processes including voting technology has: direct implications for their.confidence in
the electoral processes: The: inadequagies in the treatment-of Lhe multxple dimensional
approach to the assessment of EMB performance by different acholars has lefc a. gap in
the llterature | | | * PR

2 2 Socm-econﬂmlc factors PR i

- The implications of socio~economic factors inany- elcctoral process cannot be over-
Bmphasmed (Ikpe 2004). Papaioannou and’ Smurmmls (2008) argued that socio-
economic factor's . diversity - can’ invagiably block: democralization process ‘if ‘the
political system is.polarized. Aghion et a/. (2004) modelled socio-economic factors®
diversity and concluded that they have considerablé impacts on elections and electoral
outcomes.  Crewe :(1984) -asserted-that elections: and democratic -perceptions ate- a
function-of inflation-and unemployment.rates in:a-country. Crewe''s.assetlion was
based on:. findings-whete he statistically modelled the indices of :socio- economlo
factors™ in UK Parliamentary Election (1979-83)..-. R e

< Lewis-Beck (1980): however maintained that. socio-economic factors are: good
p.ennanent indices that influence: perceptions: of election-quality.: Lewis-Beck (1983)
concluded that socio:economic conditions of individuals, both personal and collective;
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exerted aisignificant influence on the French: le gislative elections in-1981. Although
TLewis-Beck didnot succinctly point to-which aspect-of'socio-¢conomic factors and the
level ta" which it exerted influence,-he demonstrated that:there: was interrelationship
between: socioseconomic factors and electoral outcomes. Lipset (1959 1960;-:1994)
noted: that democracy is more llkely to emerge ‘and became: 111st1tut1onal1ged in more
educated and affluent societics. .. v ' '
23 Exposureto News Medla R R I A A R R
" A study undertaken by Electﬂral Knowledge Nehm)rk (2012) on the role of the
- medla in the democratic pmcess showed that free and fair elections are not only about
thie. ﬁ'eédom of voters to vote or knc&wledge 011 how to cast vote ‘but'the outcome of
such pmcéssea Thig Non Govemmenﬁl Orgmnsatlon (NGO) aoncludud that the
' capamty of voters to access adequate information’ adet political parties, policies .of
govemment party cand1ddtes and the mpuclty of voter& to ACCess adequate information
;about puhtlcal parties,. pohcles of’ govenunent patty. cand1dates and the electoral
pmw%ses as well as their engagement in publw discourse, is-a detemlmant of their
perceptions of the electoral process itself: Edet and- Asua (2013) argued that the media
acts as ‘a crucial watchdog in ‘some instances, to:any democratic -process through
sateguardmg the. transpareuoy and credibility of the process. 1In ngerla the neutrahty
'of medla in electoral issues are often disputed (lmu 2002) O R R
“Decalo (1992) and Pope (2000) noted that 1111partlal and protessmnal medla was
*ucml to sustainable dumoumcy This accordmg to Omotola (2009) -would facilitate
the EMB"s role in cc}mmumcatmg necessary information to the political competltors
as well as strengthen citizens® confidence in the polltlcal processes. It 1s for this reason
~ that election observers, in most cases, routinely comment upon media access and

. coverage during elections as a criterion for evaluating the freeness or faimess of such

 elections (NDI, 2012). However, studies undertaken. by McCann and Dominguez
- (1998), Pastor (1999), Banducci and Karp: (2003), Bratton et al. (2005), Birch (2008)

K ‘-_'and C onroy-Krutz (2009) all argued: that media intricacics in the eleotoral process can

" shape citizens™ _perceptions of election quality. Kerr (2013) mnc]uded that the

medlatmg factors in these 1ntrlcac1es relate to the lIlfOI'I'IJdtIOIl avaﬂable to the citizens.
- These mlbnndtmn may be correct or-incorrect. The mtormatmn may. vary among
- ;_'___'.;_"_-cl.tizenmwuh some awebsmg greater mformatmn about the electnral processes than
f._:.-___-*__'r_others The level of information available to citizens about the. electoral processes can
j-;-"_-;'_pmanually 1nﬂuelwe their perceptions of election quahty (Kuenzi and- Lambright,
.'._.ff'{'201 1) Kerri(2013) submitted that-politically informed citizens have basic knuwledge

'“-' of the phnmples that gmde transparult and crechble electmns In thls context they are -
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. most likely to lmnw when ¢lections deviate from, or adhere to : 1‘11 mﬁﬁﬂ%ﬂf hi§
might have led Norris. (2004). to conclude that when elec,toral ocesses fall below
acceptable -qtandard s, 1t 18 the: act-lr_ve_partlclpants_.:111-,th_e: process that-. ..r.iref--u.suall}&-ithe most

Wlthm the context of mtormatlon Mochler (2009) pmnted out that thme 1S tle
between political knowledge and attitudes :about election quality in Africa, Machlers
rescarch revealed that African voters who rely on radio and television information
frequently for political education were usually eritical of the quality of eleutmns across
the 18 African nations he investigated.

2.4 Perceptions of electoml irregularities .- T RTE O s iy 5

In Nigeria, conducting tree and fair clcctmns 15 undaubtedly a welghty albatl 0S8 1n
her repeated attempts at sustained democratic system (Inokoba and Kumokor, 2011;
Edet,. 2015). Gamba (2007) conducted analysis of clectoral irregularities during. the
2003 general elections in Nigeria and concluded that the events before the elections
were intentionally designed strategies to manipylate the electoral precess. Electoral
irregularities. involve the adoption of illicit means by political actors. move, to alter
election”” outcomes or-to undermine the whole process (Lehoucq, 2003). A permanent
feature of elections and the electc)ml process in Nigeria is that it has been marred. by
irregularities, fraud and a mgmhcmt lack of:credibility (David et al., 2014) Some
studies.adopt indirect measures to investigate electoral irr egularities that do nof capture
the negative influence of electoral fraud on the perceptions of election. quallty Birch
(2008) analysed the Corruption Perceptmn Index as a proxy for electoral irr egulftrmes |
and concluded. that citizens in countries where corruption was endemic were more
likely to perceive election. administration:to be cotrupt.. McCann and Dominguez
(1998), Schedler: (1999), Schafter, Alvarez et al. (20083) Bratton (2008), and Collier
and Vicente (2008) all relied on survey data to assess citizens™ perceptions of electoral
1rrcgular1tles Bratton (2008) undertnok a thorough exammatmn ctf citizens™
perceptions. of elcctmal 1rregular1tles wuhm the context of ‘Nigeria®s 2007 general
elections and concluded 1hat Nigerians who expanenced thrcats of vmlence and
111t11111d'1t1011 in the pre-electlon periods were lesq likely to vote or rate the 2007 genelal
electmna _h1gh1y This. research. therefore lnvestlgated the effects . and meat,.ts of
electoral megulannes on election quahty opinions.

neg ey
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3. HYPOtheses I RN | et

Hi:  Citizens with positive. evaluattene ef the perfonnanee of eleetlon-releted
- institutions are not likely to:perceive elections as free‘and fair, LN A

H;: Citizens. with expenenee of eleetorel 1rreguler1t1es arc less llkely to. pereelve
electmng as frec and fa1r R T TN TR L IO ER IR S RTINS SR S E & P

Ha-. ~(Citizens? 8ocio- ecenermc status are not llkely te mﬂuenee thClI' pereeptlens of

- election quality. | Tl R ST L

H‘4-: Citizens with: adequate exposure: te news: media-are not: llkely to be crltlcal of
eleetton qnellty | B PRI M IR EAE R LA BRI

4. Research Demgn, Measurement and Vanables R LR
- This study used data-from the Nigeria“s 2011 peet—-eleeﬁen survey. The survey 1S
called ,,Aﬁ‘e-baremeter Round 5 The Atre-baremeter is a comparative public attitude

surveys, cevermg 35 African countries-in Round-5: (201 1:2013). In Nigetia, the survey

was eeerdlneted by CLEEN Foundation: The survey interviewed 2,400 adult Nigerians
‘of 18 years and above, end a’sample yleldmg results witha margin’ érfor-of 2% at
95% ‘confidence level (www aﬁ‘ebaremeter erg) “The Afrobarometer : ‘survey

- _respendente Were - randemly sampled using - multlstege semplmg teehmque “The

'Satnpllng frame - wes drewn from 2012 populatlen pre]eetmns develeped by the
National Pepulatlen ‘Commission (NPC) baged’ on the 2006 ngermn Census In
exammlng the’ efﬁeacy and reliability of the survey, the survey” outéonie rate was
i reported as: 97.3% (contact rate); 92.4% (cooperation rate) 1 5% (refusel rete) end -
 89.9% (everell response rate) (Www. afrobarometer: erg) B R
“The meln dependent variable; pereeptlens -of eleetlen ‘quality;, captures
reSpmldents“ pereeptlons of Nigeria™s 2011 general elections .Information on the
| 'codmg and recedmg/resealmg of all variables are included 1n Appendlx Aand B,

| Resperidents were asked “On the whole, how weuld you rate the freeness and fairness
~ ofthe last natlonal elections held in 20117 Potenttal respenses 1neluded “Not free and
falr " “Free and fair w:th rna]er preblems” “PFree-and fair w1th minor prebleme” and

e eompletely free and fair”. The original variablé is re-scaled into dichotomous variable

o with'0 mdlcatmg “Net free and fair” while 1 denotee “free and fair”. Birch (201 1) uses

_ a en‘nilar dtehetemous measure while analysmg the data from Centre for the Study of
B _-»Eleeterel Systenls (CSES) Bratton (2007) end“_i*‘_‘oehler (2009) empleyed the englnal
‘-fbmary measure - with Afro-barometer data. Though rescaling electmn quahty
o j_pereeptmns 1nte a blnary vartdble hes the peteney of 11m1t1ng the thlablllty In citizens'

kK ';_assessmehlﬁ we employ bmary measure because it effers a better 1nterpretetmn of the

| _l-,lreeulte.; In thle eontext the study statlstleelly analysed the petentlal determmants of T
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perceptions of election quality; which included socio-economie-factors; perceptions of
electoral irregularities, exposurc to news media and performance of election-related
institutimfs According to Banducci and Kar p (2003) Bratton er al (2005) Biruh
of electmn quahty can blﬂ(ﬁk demacmtlzatmn pmcos*; Thls 1rnphe.d that th.e negafwe
perceptions of election quahty rather than accelcrate ‘democratic grthh constitute a

brake.

Table 1 Cltlzens’ Perccpt,mns of Electmn Quahty, 2011 | o

Code _m(_h 1ginal coding TS % Code Bmary codmg %

_1 Not treed and fdll‘  ; _. L N | 0 Not free and fair 27 . . -

2 Free and fair wnth major. problem 16 1 Trecandfair:: - - - 71

3 I'ree and fair but with minor problems 33 9 Missing values. < ... 2.

4 Completely free and f’ur ; 38 T meny

§ Do not undcrst'md quebtlon 0 | |
o Tom e 100

N 0T e, 2400 I 2400

A itk —

Dupcndant Variable: Pcrceplmns of electmn thly
Source: Nzgena Afro-barometer Rmmd 3 (2012) survey

Table 1 shows that dlsmbuhon of Nigeria“s perceptlons of election: quahty A
plurality of reqpondent‘; rated thr—: clections as “Free and fair” (71%) while 27% rated
the elections as “Not free and fair”. For the potential explanatory variables, the
hypotheses werc assessed by evalmtmg the perfom'lancc of electlon relalcd 1119’[1‘[11110118
-a‘;socnted with election governance in Nigeria: INEC and courts -of law. Socio-
ecc)nmmc f"lCtOlS like age, residence, empluymem slatus, educatmnal level gende1 and
€CoNnomic smtus of citizens were dSbe%ed to See if lhey had any 51 gmf' cant Impacts on
their evaluation of election quality. - |

‘Perception of elcctoral 1rregulaut1e<; was anmmcd usmg (wo indicators: freedom
of voting and fear of pahtwal intimidation.: The first indicator. ﬂSSebbed the ability of
the electorate to vote without feelmg pressured. Kerr (20 13) concluded that freedom of
 voting connotes pmcedural llberty The second indicator assesses the extent to which

| 'polmml mtlmldatmn shdpes citizens™ perceptions of ‘election quallly T hn, Afro-
bammetel survey has no clear questmm on c1t1?ens“ le\fel of pollncal knowledge bul
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we utilized eitizens™ level of exposure tor news media. The:indicators included two
ltGlnS'f"(Fa'd-ID*ﬁHd telewsmmncws) wmghted aOﬂ*iﬂsﬁCﬂlewtﬂﬁm:— _().-.mz..;-- R T INT I

v, . . "
| ) Y S -y . J.u E L. 2 g i . ._ . s
S T S ' Rt ar S rael B .
. e o . e s = : I

Table g Potanual dﬂtgmmants of cltmns peweptmns af @lﬂctlon quallty-Log.lstchgressmn

Val:lable R TG S BT e o Loetficient B (Std. er r.) BRTHE 4‘
Emluatlon of ElettmnﬂRelatﬁd lnstitutmns BTN O N P PRRNE S SO
INEC Performance - ”“1,11'6*'*'*'(0,177) o
Courts of law (.490* (0.240)
- Socio-Economic Factors o | ,J
Residence . ,, aiif sy | T U 327** (O 12]) e e
-Employment Statua e SO D6RTERE(0.164) :
EdUCHtIUHBI LbVﬁl ” | . .. 0664***(01 17)
Gender 1l 0.387**(0. 117)
Economic Status. . CU0.586%(0.135) o
Exposure to NewsMedia L 0 chiamy vt n Hh e g1 nen b
Radio News R | | . | -;0_6]3f*f(0;527“5)_;' i s e
Television News 0288 (0:176) e
. 0.288(0:176)

Perceptmns of Electoral lrregulantle&
Freedom of Voting | - | |
Fedi of Political Intimidation g*z(’;:z*goﬁzg) o
1_lﬁtercept | 1202*&(, 0. 4 43 |
- 2]og Ilkﬁllhﬂﬂd SERTIN -_-._12079 26 ( ) B
Nagelkclku R2 | | EREREEE Do |

. | - 0. 27(27%)
OmnibusO? (Modcl) Hosmer | 442 73%%*
and LﬁHIQShDWDE Dot o e e 06
COKand &nﬂll R2 T A 2
N. i | el ..,:2111

. ". . ) . R P ) i i
--'—*'\'w.rl-w—w.uﬁ— - - i 2 T g ’__. . Tk - — R e o

Dependmt Varlablc Puéeptmnf-. of‘ 6lact10n quallty
% 1 <(),05; ** P<0.01; *** p<0.001 *
E:ource Nl_g_,ma Af‘m sbarometer Round 5 (2012) survey

N/B For the margmal affect&», all non-bmary EXphnatory vambles arc held at thelr mean whllc '
genderiis set at fermale, residence set to urban and INEC performance Eet to poor. Fn

Results/F mdmgs JOPE PR n
We begin the: analyms by hypothesizing that election-r elalud institutions, electoral
1rregular1t1es socio-economic factors and exposure to news media influenced citizens™
perceptions of election - quality. Wlule imputing the explanalofy variables, we
cantrolled for socio-economic factors. The results of the logistic regression model are
shown in Table 2. First, the results indicated that the: performance of INEC and the
courts of law were associated with perceptions of electoral fairness after controlling for

relevant covariates, as demonstrated by the significant coefficients. Citizens who
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| exprés{s*‘disqatisfactibn - with .the iperformance .of “clection-related: institutions;* ot
expenenced electoral irregularities, or- frequently-listend: to radio-news were likely to
judge the electmn quality.as unfair. This:might-elicit:considerable apathy in the political
system: Citizens* socio-cconomic status was also found to'éxett considerable impact
on theu é&lection quality: opmmns Citizens™age and their exposure to televisions news
did not have a statlstmally significant effect on their election quality:verdicts when:all
other variables werc controlled for, in the model. From the logistic regression model
and their signific ant levels, all the four hypotheses were confirmed.-Citizens :who
expressed concern about being victimized during elections were less likely to constder
elections free and fair. The findings provided support for the idea thatinformed citizens
have greater insight on what free and fair electmus should be imd are morc 11kely to
know when electmns dcwate tmm thcse norms N ', |
CINEC performance was found to. be the strong&st detenmnant ot electmn quality
OplﬂlOl‘lS Citizens who rated 1NEC pcrim'mance as good were mostlikely to rate the
election quahty as’ lngh In Summary, “Ni germns place more emph'ms on - the
performance of electmn-lelated lmtltutmm when f‘ormmg opmmns abt:)ut the 2011
general e[ectmns The overall lmphoauom of the study fi ndmgs relﬂtes to the fact that
negative perceptions of election: quality ha‘; the potency of rctardmg democmtlc grc)mh
| and consohdatmn | - ~' e Ty e

6. Concluswn and Recommendauom | | - e
This paper has e}cammcd the correlates of the. perceptmn Ni genans. have 1egﬂrdmg
election quahity. Using the Afro- barometer Round 5 survey data on 2011 ngerla,
elections, the study indicates that citizens* evaluatmns of the performance ot electmn-
~ related institutions: INEC and courts. of 1aw, maltm more. than othcr potentlal
'-determmants Of the two electmn-lelated institutions exammed citizens™ evaluatmn of
the INEC*'s perfonnance seems to have the strongest association with pemeptwns of
“election quahty ‘The findings provlde evidence that socio-economic factors and
frequent exposure to radio news influences mtmens“ Dplmons of electlon quahty The
findings further provide ‘evidence that electoral 1rregulanlws have the potency of
negatively influencing citizens™” perceptions of election quality. These findings have:
important theoretical and pohcy 1mpllcat1ons Tt has h1ghhghted the mgmﬁcance |
mterest ordmary ngerla put on thc effectlve perf@nnance of eleutmnrulated
" mstltulmns ‘particularly, INEC. Pollc:y mdkers and develcrpment parmers should be
encouraged by these findings, because they hlghhght the dcmocmtlc dWlddeS of
_-elﬂ1a11c1ng the eftectwe performance of electmn-lelated lﬂbtltlﬂl()ﬂb [
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Within this context, policy makers should devote more intellectnal and financial
resources to the effective performance of democratic institutions involved in ¢lections
organization such INEC, and the judiciary, among others. The study further
underscores the role of INEC in popular legitimacy of the electoral process. Achieving
this, would place INEC and courts of law closer:to what Przeworski (2000) deacrlbed
as bemg an: ess.cnml componcnt to democmtw mstltutmnahzatmn T
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