THE EFFECT OF BRIBERY AND CORRUPTION IN NIGERIA SOCIETY

ABSTRACT
Corruption and bribery is a worldwide phenomenon and continues to ravage states with endemic corruption activities. In view of the devastating effects of corruption, this paper examines the causes and effects on the Nigeria states and probable solutions were proffered. Many factors are adduced to have been responsible for this ugly trend; amongst which is the institutional factors. The effects are manifest in the decay infrastructure and decline in people‟s trust and this call for concerted efforts so as to checkmate and eliminate corruption in Nigeria. This research work was carried out to examine the effect of bribery and corruption in Nigerian society from 1999 to 2007. The article therefore suggests that an effective action against corruption has to evolve effective sanction and greater political transparency as a means of ensuring that the resources of the country are deployed to bring about sustainable development in the country.

CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION

BACKGROUND OF THE STUDY
The truism that corruption is a surest route that hinders development in any society does not need contention. Though, in some quarters, it is argued that corruption could trigger development (Otite, 1986). However, despite this assertion, there is a widespread held opinion condemning corruption in all ramifications and hence, worldwide outcry and call for eradicating the scourge. Evidence may abound that corruption could aid development; no such evidence could be claimed to any root most especially developing state (Nigeria inclusive). Compelling evidences across the globe demonstrate that corruption is an anathema to development (khan, a). Furthermore, evidences in Nigeria have shown that corruption does more harm than good. This is evident in the fact that despite Nigeria‟s abundant natural resources the country is classified among poor countries in the world. Added to this is the fact that about 54% of the population earns less than $1 per day. It needs to be stated that the incidence of extreme paradoxes of widespread and endemic poverty and hunger in the midst of plenty is a manifestation of corruption enmeshed in deteriorating condition of living (Ali, 2008). Statistics had also shown that “Nigeria is among the four largest economies in Africa” with a real GDP of 58.4 billion dollar and a population of about 140m” (Ibid).

Similarly, the enormous revenue generation capacity from oil and non-oil sectors, woefully contrasts with the decaying public infrastructures and extent of institutional development recorded. As it was rightly asserted by Salawu (2007), the phenomenon of corruption in Nigeria has made it impossible for Nigerians to enjoy the dividends of democracy and indeed the gifts of nature with which the country is greatly and abundantly endowed. This scenario is an acknowledgement that the state of affair in the country today is a reflection of pervasive corruption which has eaten deep into every facets of Nigeria life. Without gain saying, it is a wide held belief that corruption is a way of life in Nigeria and that it is responsible for broken promises and dashed hopes which has characterized the lives of most Nigerians. It is not surprising to hear people saying that Nigerians are corrupt. Making it a fait accompli. More so, Nigeria is a country where corruption is rife and where greed for material acquisition and quest for political power had relegated to the background morals preached by various religions. This is because despite our claim to be religious, our quest for relevance had made nonsense of our self acclaimed religiousity and nothing can be left undone by our elites and non-elites for the realization their self desire.The end, it is believed, justifies the means. To this end, there is now the increasing realisation about the ill effects of corruption on the nation‟s social, political and economic fabrics. Though, it is evident that there is no country that is totally free from corruption, the incidences of corruption is on the increase especially in poor and underdeveloped states. The Anti corruption efforts of the Nigerian government have proved ineffective, hence, large scale corrupt related cases, accusations and counter-accusations. There were cases of missing funds, police pensions scam, missing oil revenue or non-remittance into the federation account, contract scam, oil theft, administrative inefficiency or dereliction of duty, illegal sale or allotment of government land and property, bribery, extortion and other forms of corruption, economic and financial crimes.

There is a widespread disappointment in the path which many of the so- called democratic transitions that have taken the post – 1990’s Africa (just as the ones in post 1960 Africa). These transitions have failed to lead to constitutional rule, and have therefore not been veritable democratic transitions (Khan 2001). Many African political systems are characterized by changes from multiparty to one party rule, parliamentary government to presidential rule, federal to unitary forms of rule and the enactment of emergency powers to enable the ruling governments to disregard human rights and democracy. Many returned to centralization, concentration and personalization of power. The central characteristic of all these tendencies is that they provide for a culture of unbridled corruption and fettered democracy. It is therefore, not surprising that corruption manifests itself in virtually all spheres of life in Nigeria. (Nwankwo 2013). 
The outpouring of emotions by people shows how sore Nigerians feel about the virus of corruption that has eaten deep into the nation's fabric. The wanton abuse of public offices for self enrichment is considered the greatest threat to the nation's present democratic setting. The principal obstacle to the county's democratic rule is the corruption among leaders in general and among the politicians in particular. 
There has been a significant change in the debate over democratization in Africa since the past five years. The Euphoria that followed the collapse of the Berlin wall in 1884-1885, signaling a new democratic wave in the continent has declined significantly. It is becoming clearer that no process of democratization can succeed without the supporting institutions and legal framework of a functional state. (Ibrahim 2004)
On May 29 2011, President Goodluck Ebele Jonathan was sworn into office as Nigeria’s fourth democratic elected President. Although his victory was widely expected, the April 2011 presidential elections were still viewed with anxiety in local and international circles as to the future direction of the reform policies started by President Olusegun Obasanjo and the late Umaru Musa Yar’adua. Many concerns were raised towards the future of President Goodluck Ebele Jonathan campaign against corruption likewise the previous presidency like former President Olusegun Obasanjo and Yar’Adua. Immediately after this, President Goodluck Ebele Jonathan gave indication that his administration intended not only to continue with the war against corruption, but that major reforms would be introduced in the anticorruption war to correct perceived lapses and changes. (Sun News July 10, 2013).

These changes included shake-up in the leadership of the Economic and Financial Crimes Commission (EFCC), Nigeria’s most powerful anti-corruption agency; increased emphasis on respect for the fundamental human rights of accused persons and greater respect for rule of law and due process. This paper will review the major changes that have taken place in the fight against corruption in Nigeria since the departure of President Olusegun Obasanjo and Yar’adua administration, with a view to determining what factors triggered them and how significant they have been. 

1.2
STATEMENT OF PROBLEM

Bribery and Corruption has already marred Nigeria and the surviving strenght is slim because it has eaten deep into the Nation's fabric and national life. It is more rampant in the public sector. The political office holders both at the federal, State and local level engage in bewilding corruption. A situation where this prevails, much will not be expected from the public-office holders and this is detrimental to the survival of democracy in Nigeria. This problem has become so endemic on the Nigerian populace that it calls for perpetual research to provide answers to some pressing issues and questions arising from the menace of corruption using the anti crime corruption agencies.

The study will be pre-occuplied with the following questions:

What has been the nature of corruption even before the democratic governance of President Goodluck Ebele Jonathan?

What are the root causes of corruption in Nigeria both at economic and political level?

Why has corruption eaten so deep into the Nigerian political system? 

What critical role has the EFCC played in the Anti-corruption crusade?
1.3
OBJECTIVES OF THE STUDY

The study will provide account of how the war against corruption was developed under President Goodluck Ebele Jonathan (2009 – 2015).
Examine important changes that took place in the campaign against corruption, especially with respect to the management and operations of the major national anti-corruption agency under the administration of President Goodluck Ebele Jonathan.
Assessing the performance of the Anti corruption Agency in terms of both positive and negative impacts.
 Examine the successful contribution and failure controvesies in the present administration of President Goodluck Ebele Jonathan.
1.4
SCOPE OF THE STUDY

This study will look into how corruption has been like since the period of Independence in Nigeria especially in the Fourth Republic. It will cover what the President Goodluck Jonathan Administration has done  (from 2009 – till 2015) to curb corruption practices in Nigeria. Emphasis will be made on the role of the Economic and Financial Crime Commission (EFCC) in the bid to curb corruption in the Nigerian political system.
1.5
METHODOLOGY
The methods of data collection is basically secondary data by using

1.         Document Analysis

Document analysis is a method of collecting data by looking at documents. Two basic types here are:

1.         Historical/Library/ Archival and

2.         Content Analysis 

Generally, Document Analysis is the method by which we generate data from records and documents whether in print or electronic forms, audio or visual, published or broadcast. Historical method enables the researcher to reconstruct the past in an objective and systematic manner as he or she set out to answer research questions, meet research object or test hypothesis. Because data collected through this method have been recorded by others and not by the researcher in the first instance, such data must be tested for the following: Authenticity, Accuracy and Significance. It is as demanding and testing like any other social science method of collecting data. The measuring instruments here include research notes, tapes, magazines, journals, textbooks etc.

Content Analysis is about collecting data from documents. 
1.6
Limitations of the Study

This study is a qualitative study; therefore all efforts will be generated to reading of articles, document, journals, internet news, books and all anti corruption leftlet in other to document the best informations. Also to subscribe for internet is costly in Nigeria, therefore money will be involve in the project.

1.7
SIGNIFICANCE OF THE STUDY

The totality of this study will provide the basis for developing appropriate ways of curbing corruption in order to enhance and sustain democracy in Nigeria. Because the issue of corruption is not only found within the African continent alone, it encompasses all other continent. Corruption is endemic everywhere, the costs of addressing corruption are prohibitively high, and the few resources that exist should be spent on enforcement measures, such as high- profile government watchdog agencies.
 But, in fact, there is increasing evidence that the economic costs of corruption are enormous; levels of corruption vary widely among developing countries; controlling corruption is feasible, and strategies to address corruption need to pay more attention to its root causes and thus to the roles of incentives, prevention, and specific economic and institutional reforms. For instance, the role of economic and financial crime commission (EFCC) at the national level and other related offences agency.

1.8
DEFINITION OF TERMS

Corruption (theoretically), according to Khan's definition, is an act which deviates from the rules of conduct governing the actions of someone in a position of public authority because of private motive such as wealth, power or status." Also, Paulo Mauno (1997) has observed, bureaucratic corruption can be traced to government international in the economy, policies aimed liberalization, stabilization, deregulation, and privatization.

Bureaucratic Corruption: Can be traced to government international in the economy, policies aimed liberalization, stabilization, deregulation, and privatization. Corruption (operationally),   hinders the rule of law, discourages   foreign investors and affects economic development etc.

Anti Corruption: is designed to eradicate or prevent dishonest or fraudulent conduct especially in a political context.
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CHAPTER TWO

2.0    


LITERATURE REVIEW AND THERETICAL FRAMEWORK
2.1
LITERATURE REVIEW
The upsurge of corruption in Nigeria in recent times is upsetting. It seems the menace has defied all treatment and the damages it has done to the National life cannot be quantified. Corruption is a global phenomenon, it is practiced everywhere, the Christians and all religious adherence are not left behind. Osoba (1996) has observed that, the menace of corruption leads to slow movement of files in offices, port congestion, queues at passport offices and gas stations, ghost workers syndrome, election irregularities and police extortion but at tollgates and highway which causes slow traffic movement and many others. Even the mad people on the street recognize the havoc caused by corruption - the funds allocated for their welfare disappear into the thin air (Dike, 2011).

Countless ordinary Nigerians attempting to make precarious ends meet as taxi drivers, market traders, and shopkeepers are accosted on a daily basis by armed police officers who demand bribes and commit human rights abuses against them as a means of extorting money. Those who fail to pay are frequently threatened with arrest and physical harm. Far too often these threats are carried out. Meanwhile, victims of crime are obliged to pay the police from the moment they enter a police station to file a complaint until the day their case is brought before a court. In the shadows, high-level police officials embezzle staggering sums of public funds meant to cover basic police operations. Senior police officers also enforce a perverse system of “returns” in which rank-and-file officers are compelled to pay up the chain of command a share of the money they extort from the public. (Corruption and Human Rights Abuses by the Nigeria Police Force 2010). Dike portrays the true picture of what is happening in every establishment in Nigeria either private or public. The situation becomes worse with the politicians who because of the quest for power manipulated votes and rigged elections. The past and present governments both civilians and military have their own share of corruption in Nigeria.
 Fagbadebo (2007) opined that Nigeria presents a veritable case for understanding the connection between corruption and political malaise. Ribadu (2006) gave a graphic summary of the situation. He termed the period between 1979 and 1998 “the darkest period” in Nigeria’s history of corrupt regimes. The civilian administration of 1979 - 1983 was bedevilled with profligacy, wanton waste, political thuggery and coercion, disrespect for the rule of law, bare faced and free for all looting of public funds through white elephant projects. Corrupt public servants and others in the private sector bestrode the nation, masquerading as captains of business and power brokers with tainted and stolen wealth and demanded the rest of us to kowtow before them.

Akindele (1996) notes that no regime in Africa can be exonerated from corruption. The menace has reached an unprecedented level most especially during Babangida and Abacha regimes which saw the institutionalization of the statement syndrome.

Corruption in Nigeria is strongly rooted during the military rule for 29 years, out of 53 years of her statehood since 1960. Successive military regimes subdued the rule of law, facilitated the wanton looting of the public treasury, decapitated public institutions and free speech and instituted a secret and opaque culture in the running of government business. Corruption became the dominant guiding principle for running affairs of state. The period witnessed a total reversal and destruction of every good thing in the country (Ribadu, 2006). The military took corruption to its highest levels ever. Ironically, as previously stated, when military seized power from democratically elected governments, pervasive corruption was cited as the justification.
It is clear that military regimes were worse than the civilian regimes as far as corruption was concerned. This explains the reasons for the multiplicity of corruption and the further decimation of available resources and potentials for national development (Akinseye-George, 2000).  Decrees were promulgated by military government to frustrate and censor the media and suppress the masses.
Malunzen (1995) recalls that past military governments enacted various decrees to check and suppress the press. These decrees include the Newspapers Prohibition of Circulation Decree 1967; The Newspapers Public Official Reporting Act, 1976; Public Officer's Protection against False Publication Decree No. 4, 1985 (Now repealed); Detention of Persons, Decree No 2 (as amended); The Treasonable Offences Decree No 35 of 1993; The Newspapers Registration Decree 43 of 1993; The Newspaper (Proscription and Prohibition from circulation Decree 48 of 1993. "The government of General Abacha also promulgated Decrees in 1994 to proscribe Nigeria Newspaper Decrees 6, 7 and 8 of 1994.

According Malunzen (1995), perhaps the harshest decree ever promulgated by the military in Nigeria was Decree 4 of 1984, which succeeded in rolling up - defamation, sedition, and proscription law s - all in one. According to Obi (2009) in business day online Official Secrets Act of 1962 was established which aims at, among others, prohibiting the transmission, reproduction, and retention of classified matters by unauthorised persons. It also prohibits entry or inspection protected places and the making of a record of the description of such places or anything situated there in. He also said adventurous investigating journalist have found this Act as a steel wall. "Worst, under the Act, definition of 'classified matters' was so wide that the government could hide easily under the umbrella and invoke this law against journalists," he maintained. Apart from other laws such as defamation, sedition and contempt of court, which the "successive governments in Nigeria have used to put criticising journalists at bay," there were other laws against the practice of journalism that are contained in the penal code.
Political activities assumed a dangerous dimension as contestants see their victory as the ticket to loot and amass wealth. Specifically, corruption became legitimized, especially during the Babngida and Abacha regimes (1985-1998), with huge revenues, but wasteful spending, and nothing to show in terms of physical developments.

The culture of corruption through what Nigerians have come to know, as settlement syndrome became part of the country’s political culture. All the positive values for development were jettisoned. Governmental agencies that were the pilots of socioeconomic developments were decimated. The decline in the education sector today has its roots in this period (Nwaka, 2003).

Aluko (2002) notes that corruption now appears to have become a permanent feature of the Nigerian polity. It had become completely institutionalized, entered into the realm of culture and the value-system; it is now a norm and no longer an aberration. The young ones are born into it, grow up in it, live with it, and possibly die in it. The aged are not left out as they are re-socialized and begin to conform to it. Corruption now in Nigeria has become endemic. The effect is noticed everywhere. The family is not left out. When parent sends their wards on errand the children will expect some gratification from the parent and some unsuspecting parent gratifying their wards with gifts. When the children grow up, corruption becomes part of their daily life.
Aluko (2002) rightly observed that, Corruption is a social malaise that has holistically permeates all the nerves of any polity. It is contagious and malignant to the physiology of any political system. Once it sets into any part; it automatically contaminates all the strata of the systems socio-political structures in ways symmetrical to the spread of a bush fire. Corruption indeed is the bane of any nation. Its malady cut across every religious denomination and political system and it affects both young and old, man and woman alike. It is like cancer that contaminates all strata of the socio-political and economic structure of any society and its malignant nature is difficult to treat. Corruption is not a contemporary affair it has been on for so long in Africa. (Aluko 2002: 393-402)
This entire societal madness clearly shows the double face of corruption in Nigeria. At one end people shout against corruption, pass bill in the National Assembly, establish anti-corruption commissions and campaigns, but at the other end however, the same people carry out on daily basis several acts of corruption, ranging from looting, embezzlement, favouritism, nepotism to contract scams etc. The cases of National Electricity Project, Ajaokuta steel project, roads, airports, and water projects are some very good examples. Many political leaders have been fingered some of whom are; Tony Anenih, Liyel Imoke, Bode George, Olusegun Agagu, Iyabo Obasanjo to mention just a few. What about the ousted speaker of the House of Assembly, Mrs. Patricia Etteh who brought international disgrace to

Nigeria? What of ex-police IG’s Tafa Balogun and Sunday Ehinderoh whose corrupt acts are still reverberating. We cannot name them all!
We saw late president Yara’dua boldly slapping the constitution severally. On one occasion he favoured Okiro instead of Onovo as the I.G of police; he ignored for a reasonable length of time the plight of the people of Niger Delta Region, he favoured the increment in the salaries of political office holders while grudging civil servants of same. In short before he became the president he declared his assets in hundreds of millions and we wish to ask; where did he get the money? He had been governor for some years, and his salaries and entitlements during the period were not up to 30 million. Before then, he had been a lecturer, and we all know what they lived on then; so where did he get the excesses? The point we want to establish here, is that basically every Nigerian is corrupt or at least is exposed to various acts of corruption but ironically, would not admit it. And we all end up as depicted in an African proverb, chasing the ghost that eats up our children. Corruption which is portrayed as the common enemy of us all –it is a being – a monster but never one of us.

2.1.1
WHAT IS CORRUPTION?

The word corruption is originally from the Latin verb rumpere which means to break (Abdul-Ismail, n.d.). Corruption means the breaking of a certain code of conduct for the personal benefit of the perpetrator.
Different scholars from social sciences, psychology, political sciences and religious studies have attempted a working definition for corruption from their various disciplines. However, all of the working definitions are interwoven. Firstly, defination will be giving by World Bank, Akindele, Osoba and many others.
The World Bank (1997) defines corruption as: 
“The abuse of public office for private gains. Public office is abused for private gain when an official accepts, solicits, or extorts a bribe. It is also abused when private agents actively offer bribes to circumvent public policies and processes for competitive advantage and profit. Public office can also be abused for personal benefit even if no bribery occurs, through patronage and nepotism, the theft of state assets or the diversion of state resources”.
Viewed differently, corruption is an anti-social behaviour committed by individuals and/or social group, which entails conferring unjust or fraudulent benefits on perpetrators, the behaviour is strictly inconsistent with the laid down rules and moral ethos of the land. The repercussion of the behaviour is the likelihood of subversion of communal wealth thereby leading to reduction of the capacity of the legitimate authorities, be it federal, state or local government to provide fully for the material and spiritual well being of all members of society in a just and equitable manner (Osoba, 2000, Agara, and Olarinmoye, 2009).
Sen (in Aluko 2009:2) defines corruption as the violation of established rules for personal gain and profit.

Akindele (1995) defines it as any form of reciprocal behaviour or transaction where both the power/office holder can respectively initiate the inducement of each other by some rewards to grant (illegal) preferential treatment or favour against the principles and interest of specific organization (or public) within the society.
(Osoba 1998:378) defines corruption as an "anti-social behaviour conferring improper benefits contrary to legal and moral norms, and which undermine the authorities" to improve the living conditions of the people.

Corruption also describes the behavior of officials in the public and private sectors, involving improperly and unlawfully enriching themselves and/or those closely related to them, or induce others to do so, by misusing the position in which they are placed (Agbu, 2003).
Dike (2011) notes that though some of these definitions of corruption have been around for over decades, the recent development in Nigeria where discoveries of stolen public funds run into billions of US Dollars and Nigeria Naira, make these definitions very adequate and appropriate. He further observes that corruption is probably the main means of accumulating quick wealth in Nigeria. It has contributed immensely to the poverty and misery of a large segment of the Nigerian population. Corruption has become institutionalized in Nigeria.

Aluko (2002) notes, that. Corruption now appears to have become a permanent feature of the Nigerian polity. It had become completely institutionalized, entered into the realm of culture and the value-system; it is now a norm and no longer an aberration. The young ones are born into it, grow up in it, live with it, and possibly die in it. The aged are not left out as they are re-socialized and begin to conform to it. This observation by Aluko is quite true of the situation in Nigeria where corruption has become endemic. The effect is noticed everywhere. The family is not left out. When parent sends their wards on errand the children will expect some gratification from the parent and some unsuspecting parent gratifying their wards with gifts. When the children grow up, corruption becomes part of their daily life.
2.1.2
THE NATURE OF CORRUPTION IN NIGERIA
In J.S. Nye’s classical definition, corruption is “behaviour that deviates from the formal duties of a public role (elective or appointive) because of private regarding (personal, close family, private clique) wealth or status gains” (Nye, 1967:416).

What we can deduce from the definitions above is that corruption entails any behaviour that deviates from accepted norm especially in the public space. It is any behaviour that goes against established rules, regulations, and established procedure. In short, corruption is behaviour that breaks the law or aid and abets breaking the law. Such behaviour usually confers undue and/or unmerited advantages on the perpetrator. Such behaviour also expresses the notion of a betrayal of trust especially in a democracy where public office is held in trust for the people. Corruption occurs in various forms and dimensions that cover such acts like: - - Use of ones office for pecuniary advantage, 
- Gratification,
- Influence peddling, insincerity in advice with the aim of gaining advantage,
- Less than a full day’s work for a full days pay, 
- Tardiness and slovenliness. 
In different forms namely:

• Political corruption (grand)

• Bureaucratic corruption (petty)

• Electoral corruption

• Bribery

• Fraud

• Embezzlement

• Favouritism

• Nepotism 
Political corruption is sometimes seen as similar to corruption of greed as it affects the manner in which decisions are made, as it manipulates political institutions, rules of procedure, and distorts the institutions of government.

Corruption in politics occurs at two levels. The first level has to do with the various forms of corruption in politics at the law-making level while the second level is at the law-implementation level. At the first level, people try to influence law-making and policy decisions while at the second level, efforts are made by people to pervert the course of justice and influence judgments.  He noted that the perpetration of corruption in politics is done in the following ways:
(a)  Buying of votes and voters card during election. The electorates are induced with money.

(b) Electoral officials connived with party agents and security officials to manipulate or falsify election results.

A glowing example was the 1983, 1999, 2003, 2007 elections when INEC officials connived with security forces and government officials to falsify election results except for 2011 when INEC was able to give Nigerian Free and Fair Election.

(c) Use of the power of incumbency and the state machinery. There is the Iron Law of African politics which states that no government in power ever loses election. Office holders therefore make use of all the available weapons at their disposal to suppress opposition and win elections at all cost.

(d) Use of money. Money is now a crucial and the most potent factor of corruption in Nigeria politics.
Babalola (1998) and Osoba (2002) observed that Money bag politics that is being practiced in Nigeria does not make political aspiration available to everybody; it is available only to the rich and powerful. This is also true of Parliamentary or Presidential system. Credible people in Nigeria find it difficult to contest for election. The reason is that if one cannot dole out money or bribe the electorate with food, one would not be voted for or be nominated. This is also seen in party primaries at all levels. It is unfortunate that elective posts usually go to the highest bidder. 

Bureaucratic corruption occurs in the public administration" or the implementation end of politics. This kind of corruption has been branded low level and street level. It is the kind of corruption the citizens encounter daily at places like the hospitals, schools, local licensing offices, police, taxing offices and on and on. Bureaucratic petty corruption, which is seen as similar to corruption of need, occurs when one obtains a business from the public sector through inappropriate procedure Babalobi (2008).

Electoral corruption includes rigging of election and buying of electoral votes. It also includes promises of office or special favours, coercion, intimidation, and interference with electoral procedures. In 2007 election, votes were bought; the consequence of this was that losers became winners in the election.  This led to the killing and maiming of electorates and party candidates. In offices corruption is rife, government officials are involved in the sales of legislative votes, administrative, or judicial decision, or governmental appointment.
Disguised payment in the form of gifts, legal fees, employment, favours to relatives, social influence, or any relationship that sacrifices the public interest and welfare, with or without the implied payment of money, is usually considered corrupt.

a) Bribery: The payment (in money or kind) that is taken or given in a corrupt relationship. These include kickbacks, gratuities, pay-off, sweeteners, greasing palms, etc.

b) Fraud: It involves some kind of trickery, swindle and deceit, counterfeiting, racketing, smuggling and forgery.

c) Embezzlement: This is theft of public resources by public officials. Embezzlement is stealing from the public institution in which one is employed. Dike notes that, in Nigeria the embezzlement of public funds is one of the most common ways of economic accumulation, perhaps, due to lack of strict regulatory systems. This observation by Dike is correct. Most of the public officials accumulate wealth at the expense of the tax payers money entrusted to them.

d) Extortion: This is money and other resources extracted by the use of coercion, violence or threats to use force. It is often seen as extraction from below (The Immigration officers, Prison personnel, police and custom officers are the main culprits in Nigeria)

e) Favouritism: This is a mechanism of power abuse implying a highly biased distribution of state resources. However, this is seen as a natural human proclivity to favour friends, family and anybody close and trusted.
f) Nepotism: This is a special form of favouritism in which an office holder prefers his/her kinfolk and family members. Nepotism, [which is also common in Nigeria], occurs when one is exempted from the application of certain laws or regulations or given undue preference in the allocation of scarce resources (NORAD 2011).

2.1.3
THE CAUSES AND EFFECT OF CORRUPTION IN NIGERIA

In his paper Corruption in Nigeria: A New Paradigm for Effective Control Dike citing a report from Reuters a French News Agency notes the following organization and parastatal that were recently affected by corruption.

Some official of the International Olympic Committee (IOC) lost their posts because they were found guilty of receiving bribes.

All the commissioners of the European Union (EU), resigned because they too, had been found to be corrupt beyond acceptable limits.
Corruption and mismanagement within local governments in Rivers State have severely impacted access by ordinary Nigerians to basic health care and primary education and how political violence and corruption have undermined Nigeria’s electoral system and denied ordinary Nigerians their right to freely choose their leaders.

Nigeria has long held the unenviable reputation as having one of the world’s most corrupt public sectors, in which corrupt practices including the theft of public funds, bribery, and kickbacks pervade all levels of government. Between 1999 and 2003, Nigeria ranked last or second-to-last on Transparency International’s annual Corruption Perceptions Index.
In 2006, the then-head of Nigeria’s Economic and Financial Crimes Commission, Nuhu Ribadu, estimated that Nigeria lost some $380 billion to corruption between independence in 1960 and the end of military rule in 1999.54 Nigeria’s corruption epidemic has continued since then. Exact figures of its costs are impossible to determine, but some diplomats estimated that between 1999 and 2007, Nigeria lost a minimum average of $4 billion to $8 billion per year to corruption.
In Nigeria’s four leading oil-producing states, for example, where state budgets alone exceed the total central government budgets of many West African countries, the state and local governments have grossly failed to progressively realize the basic health and education needs of their citizens. Instead, public funds that could have been used to improve the lives of ordinary Nigerians have been squandered and siphoned off by the governing elite.

The level of corruption and accompanying lack of development in the major oil-producing states, however, is by no means unique. The federal government’s revenue totalled $45.4 billion in 2008, but 64 percent of Nigerians live on less than $1.25 a day and the maternal and infant mortality rates in Africa’s largest oil-producing nation are among the worst in the world. Corruption also lies at the heart of much of the political violence in Nigeria, as politicians use stolen public funds to sponsor criminal gangs to rig elections, which are often marked by violence. Corruption fuels and rewards this violence and contributes to the impunity enjoyed by those responsible for such abuses, which both denies justice to victims and obstructs reform.
The causes of corruption are many and they have political, social and cultural variables. The most common cause of corruption is poverty. Poverty is the main cause of corruption in third world countries. Nigeria is rated among the most corrupt country in the world. Nigeria is rich in different resources but because the leaders are corrupt, average masses do not enjoy the resources the nation is endowned with. According to a report from the workshop organized by ZCC, Lagos from Dec 11-12, 2012; 

Babalobi notes these following as the cause of corruption in Nigeria.

1. Weak Government institutions

2. Poor pay incentives

3. Lack of openness and Transparency in public service

4. Absence of key anti corruption tools

5. Ineffective political processes

6. Culture and acceptance of corruption by the populace

7. Absence of effective political financing

8. Poverty

9. Ethnic and religious difference
Osoba (1995), Akindele (1995) and Dike (2008) add the following to causes of corruption;
1) Great inequality in distribution of wealth;

2) Political office as the primary means of gaining access to wealth;

3) Conflict between changing moral codes;

4) The weakness of social and governmental enforcement mechanisms; and

5) The absence of a strong sense of national community (Bryce, 1921).
THE EFFECTS OF BRIBERY AND CORRUPTION IN NIGERIAN SOCIETY

The effect of corruption on the national polity cannot be overemphasized. Corruption usually has negative impact on the socio-political and economic development of any nation. The menace should be tackled before the cankerworm spread to every facet of the polity. Dike notes the following effects of corruption on the nation.

1. 
Reduction in public spending on education. The effect of corruption on education comes from the fact that the government spends relatively more on items to make room for "graft" and corrupt government officials would shift government expenditures to areas in which they can collect bribes easily.

2. 
Large and hard-to-manage projects, such as airports or highways, make fraud easy. In addition, poverty and income inequalities are tied to corruption. Development projects are often made unnecessarily complex in Nigeria to justify the corrupt and huge expense on it. The new national stadium in Abuja, which is said to have gulped millions of Naira more than necessary, is a case in point.

3. 
The effect of corruption is noted on the poor state of infrastructure and road network. Most of the infrastructures are not well built and the roads not well constructed. Barely the government would open a road network that potholes and erosion will carry it away. The state of most roads that have just been constructed is appalling. As a result of the poor state of the road, accidents are common on this road.

Recently some buildings are collapsing in the country as a result of corruption. Those who supposed to supervise and approve the building construction thoroughly would not do so once they collect graft from the owner of such building. The shady job done by this contractor has led to the untimely death of many people.

4. 
Many of the leaders are still corrupt and amassing wealth to themselves. Worst still is the security outfit that is saddled with the responsibility of securing the nation has been caught aiding and abetting armed robbers to unleash terror on the masses. Poverty is the result of corruption. Despite the huge resources the nature has endowed on the nation most people are still languishing in penury and misery.

Corruption causes a reduction in quality of goods and services available to the public, as some companies could cut corners to increase profit margins. Corruption effects investment, economic growth, and government expenditure choices; it also reduces private investment.

2.2
THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK: 

The Institutional Approach

All attempts to solving the problem of corruption in Nigeria have not yielded much fruit. Sociologist, psychologist and political scientists have proffered different solution to curbing the menace but the problem of corruption has presited. Corruption has really eaten deep into the fabric of the society. In fact, it has become part of the national life. The masses do not help the situation; they themselves give bribes and encourage government officials and security men to steal and loot the treasury. Churches and other religious organizations invite politicians to donate huge sums of money for the work of God.  Where do they expect them to get the money from? Is it not from the coffers of the government? Contractors inflate contract for selfish reasons. 
Dike (2011) notes that Nigeria has, in theory, the solutions in the book to tackle corruption; but like other issues (poverty, etc) bedevilling the nation, implementations of these laws are the Achilles heel (a vulnerable point) of the society (The Guardian, July 2002). 
Osoba (2002) gave reasons why corruption still rife in the country.  He notes that the solution proffered for solving corruption is operated at a level [of mere] symbolism. Yes, corruption has defied all measures adopted to combat it in Nigeria because those clamouring for stricter punishment for corrupt officials are themselves corrupt. Because of the corrosive effects of corruption in national development, and given the relative limited resources or poverty in the region, Africa, and indeed Nigeria, can least afford to be corrupt? 

2.3
Meaning of Institution and Institutionalism

Institution by Vernon Van Dyke in this book ‘Political Science’: A philosophical Analysis broadly define institution as any pesistent of activities or any pattern of group behaviour. In a concrete sense, an institution can be referred to as offices and agencies arranged in a hierachy, each agency having certain functions and powers. Institutionalism simply means a belief in the merits of established customs and systems.

The institutional approach to political inquiry focuses on the formal structures and agencies of governement. It originally focused on the evolution and operation of legislatures, executive and judiciaries. As the approach development however, the list was extended to include political parties, constitutions, bureaucracies, interest groups and other instiutions which are more or less permenently engaged in politics. In the descriptive instutional approach, the emphasis is on facts rather than values. Althrough descriptive institutional approach is fairly old, political scientist still, inspite of recent developments, concentrate chiefly on examining the major political institutions of state such as the executive, legislature, the civil service, the judiciary and local government and from these examinations valuable insights as to their organisation can be drawn, proposals for reform discussed and general conclusions offered. Institutionalism draws inspiration form political philisophy, which established the affinity between institutionalism and political philosophy. Institutionalism has provided both the instrumentalities by which democracy can be practiced and demostrated effect of power play within these instrumentalities. Institutionalism is aimed at showing how the respective institutions that form the organs of government operate with regards to meeting the demand of the citizenry. 

In descriptive institutional approach, the emphasis is on facts rather than values, in other words the approach seeks to provide factual and historical issues. Institution referred to as offices and agencies arranged in a hierarchy, each agency having certain functions and powers like EFCC and other Anti corruption group that are fighting earnestly against corruption in Nigeria.

2.4
Institution and Institutionalism in Politics.


A philosophical analysis broadly define an institution as ‘any persistent of activities, or any pattern of group behaviour’’.  In a concrete, an institution can be refered to as offices and agencies arranged in a hierarchy, each agency having certain functions and powers. Institutionalism simply means a belief in the merits of establishment customs and systems. (Allan 1987)

The institutional approach to political inquiry focuses on the formal structures and agencies of government. It originally focused on the evolution and operation of legislature, excutives and judiciaries. As the approach developed however, the list was extended to include political parties, constitution, bureaucracies, interest group and other institutions which are more or less permanently engaged in politics. In the descriptive institutional approach, the emphasis is on facts rather than values. In other words, the approach seeks to provide factual and historical answers to such questions as: what are the historical sources of parliamentary supremacy over monarchy? What are the procedures followed when a bill becomes law? By what electoral arrangement are rulers or representatives chosen? What are the relative merit and demerits of rigid and flexible constitutions. (Michael 2008)


Although descriptive institutional approach is fairly old, political scientist still, inspite of recent developments, concentrate chiefly  on examining the major political institutions of the state such as the executives, legislature, the civil service, the judiciary and local government and from these examinations valuable insight as to their organisations can be drawn, proposal for reform discussed and general conclusions offered.


Institutionalism draws inspiration from political philosophy, which established the affinity between institutionalism and political philosophy. Political philosophy , it has to be mentioned particularly when defining the conditions of democracy through it emphasis on the moral appraisal of political power. And since political power neither exists in itself nor in isolation from the political enviroment, institutionalism has and demonstrated effect of power play within these instrumentalities. Simply put, the relationship of political power to the environment is central to the concept of institutionalism. This is why the institutionalists are interested in revealing the power play within the various structural units of government. The awareness of the fact that power can always be misused as well as rightly employed and power can also be used as behaviour and the exercise of power must be related to the various political phenomena occuring within the policy makes the juxtaposition of the interplay of power and its effect by those who possess it in relation to those who do not possess it, the hallmark of institutionalism. Moreover, since political event identify who has power and does not, the institutionalists believe that the relation of power to the environment surrounding the polity will clearly bring into focus how power is exercised.

Institutionalism in politics aimed at showing how respective institutions that form the organs of governement operate with regards to meeting the demands of the citizenry. In a sense, institutionalism attempted to broaden our understanding of interest aggregation of the existence of various groups as well as the competitive nature of the political sysytem. One of the flaw of this theory is its projection of democracy as the only end of political system.

The exclusion of the economic life of the people from the focus , the institutionalist as a prioirity aspect of government affairs is a weakness as well. The approach has also been criticized for the neglect of the informal aspects of politics, norms, beliefs, values, attitudes, personality and the processes.

2.5
The Neo Institutionalism.

The neo institutionalism was proclaimed in the 1980s after political scientist began to rediscover institutions in 1970s. Its major proposition is that government structures as mentioned above take on lives of their own and shape the behaviour and the attitudes of the people who lived within and benefit from them. Institutions are not simply the reflection of social forces. The neo-institutionalist emphasize the importance of structures, Legislators, for example, behave as they do largely because of rules laid down long ago reinforced over the decades. Once you know these complex rules, some unwritten, you can see how politicians logically try to maximize their interest under them, much as you can often predict when a baseball batter will bunt. The preservation and enhancemnt of the institutions becomes one of the politicians major goals. Thus, institutions, even if outmoded or ineffective, tend to rumble on. The communist parties of the soviet bloc were corrupt and ineffective, but they endured because they guaranteed the jobs and pre-requisites of their members. (Enemuo 2005).

2.6
Institutional Approach that Challenges Corruption


The new institutionalism is a sound approach and popular in current research and political science comes full circle, back to were it was before world war 11, with some interesting new insight. It is however, likely not the last model we shall see, for we will never have a paradigm that can consistently explain and predict political actions.


The critical challenge which the stubborn persistence and growing virulence of corruption poses to all Nigerians of integrity and conscience is, therefore, how to roll back the escalating phenomenon of corrution in our public life and terminate the culture of impunity that underpins it. Meeting the challenge will involve the mounting of a determined and robust struggle to change the constitutional and legal order and the power configuration in Nigerian society such that the vast majority of marginalsed Nigerian men and women are empowered to participate freely, actively and maximumly in the politics, economy and overall culture of the society. This would mean an end to the ‘cash and carry ’ mode of politics, started with the majority african governments set up in Nigeria in 1952, and carry to its absurd limit during the spurious transition politics of Babangida. The institutionalisation of such an ethos of popular participatory  democracy is absolutely essential because the broad masses of our working people, whose interest and well-being are the principal casualties of elite corruption, are the only class of people who can be both objectively and subjectively commited to combating corruption. With this kind of active and commited mass participation, representatives of the working people will be able to monitor closely the behaviour of those who are in charge of the state and its treasury and hold them accountable or any crimes against. Nigerian humanity, including crime of corruption and larceny against the wealth of the nation. This necessary expedient of empowering the Nigerian working people vis-a-vis the corrupt and subversive political elite can be facilitated by pursuing the following minimum political agenda of democratic goverance:

The institutionalisation of a multi-party political system in which parties must be genuinely mass-based, national in outlook and exclusively funded by its members’ financial contributions, which must be limited to what an ordinary working person can aford. This will safeguard the parties from being highjacked and turned into the political instruments of money bags against the people.

The constitutional entrenchment of the principle that the Nigerian people in their respective constituencies have the power to recall at any point in time any elected official who have been found by due process to abuse or betray the people’s mandate.

The constitutional requirement that only men women with proven ability and integrity should be appointed to the governing boards of public institutions, corporation and business to ensure that the public resoures and asset therein will be safeguarded and enhanced rather than looted and squandered by their official custodians as has hitherto been the case.

Freedom of information as an entrenched  legal norm to include (a) the requirement of open declaration of assets by all public officers, on entering and leaving office and irrespective of rant or status. Such asset declaration should be available for verification and monitoring by any interested citizen; (b) open and uninhibited access by interested citizento all documents relating to, or dealing with any aspect of public policy. ( this will mean, effectively, the death of all secrecy laws, behind which past and present governments have covered up all manner of crimes against the people).

The constitutional entrenchment of freedom of the press as the watchdog of the people’s interest, subject only to the limitations imposed by the laws of libel and defamation.

The constitutional entrenchment of the principle of independence of the judiciary and the insulation of the appointment and tenure of judges from interference bypolitical decision makers whose conducts might br subject of adjudication by the courts.  

2.7
Relatioship Between Institutional Approach and Corruption


Rose-Ackerman (1999) discusses two types of models that may predict the evolution of such interconnected practices within bureaucratic hierarchies, one bottom-up and one top-down. The top-down approach is evident in Bueno de Mesquita et al.’s (2003) “selectorate theory”. Corruption in this model works as policy set by the top political leadership in ordert to reward their support coalitions with private goods. 
Empirically, this top-down view of corruption may be illustrated by Darden’s (2003) insightful analysis that is the permission to engage in graft and embezzlement, Darden argues, may “serve as a means through which state leaders buy compliance from subordinate officials i.e. an informal contract and also provides the basis for control through systematic blackmail and the threat of selective enforcement of the law”. Although the top-down view is important in making clear the incentives for political leaders to allow corruption (in other words, to work as non-benevolent “principals”), it holds a somewhat naively optimistic view of the extent to which top leaders may control corruption single-handedly. Bueno de Mesquita et al. (2003) themselves admit that a key missing part from their theory is the implementation of policies imposed by state leaders or Institutions. More generally, they lack a theory of the bureaucracy.
The bottom-up approach, by contrast, gives a more realistic account of how entangled the incentives for corruption at high and low levels in the state system may eventually become. This may be illustrated by the model of Cadot (1987), for example, in which higher-ranking officials cover up lower level corruption in exchange for a share of the pie of bribes paid at lower levels; or, that of Basu et al. (1992), in which each law enforcer supposed to punish corrupt acts may be corruptible but at the same time depend on another potentially corruptible law-enforcer higher up in the hierarchy. The top-down and bottom-up approaches are similar but not equivalent to another important distinction developed by Schleifer and Vishny (1993) in a seminal article on the “industrial organization of corruption”: that between bribe collectors organized as a joint/centralized monopoly as opposed to independent/decentralized monopolies. In the former case, similar to the top-down approach, the setting of bribes is coordinated within the state bureaucracy so as to maximize corrupt revenues. In the latter case, more akin to the bottom-up perspective, different bribe collectors set bribes independently, the aggregate effect of which is to increase the general level of bribes but to decrease the total amount of corrupt revenues collected. Schleifer and Vishny (1993) use the analogy of tollgate on a road: “The joint monopoly solution corresponds to the case of one toll that gives the payer the right to use the entire road. The independent monopolist’s solution means that different towns through which the road passes independently erect their own tollgate and charge their own tolls.” In the latter case, the level of bribes should respond directly to the level of competition among tollgate: the more tollgates, the smaller the bribes (if traffic is not to be suffocated altogether). 
Olken and Barron (2007) find direct evidence for this in an ingenious field survey of bribe collection from trucking. As a result of the withdrawal of a large number of police and troops due to the peace agreement between the government and the citizens, the number of checkpoints along the road to and from fell significantly. This in turn led to a significant increase in the magnitude of bribes needed to be paid in order to pass. Corrupt institutions of course consist of people performing corrupt acts. The latter may for the purpose of this paper be defined along the standard lines, such as the misuse of public office for private gain. Having said this, one might ask what difference it makes to treat corruption as an institution or as a form of behaviour. 
Collier (2002), for example, uses an “institutional choice approach” to explain corruption, which suggests a view similar to mine of corruption as an institution (that may or may not be chosen). Collier however defines corruption as a particular type of individual behaviour. Is there merely a difference in the level of aggregation?
Thirdly, this perspective might explain the puzzle posed by Jain (2001) of why corruption persists despite its obviously harmful consequences for the economy and society. Why is it that corruption, for given institutions, is so seriously determined by history? In other words, why is it that corruption appears to be such a strong self-enforcing equilibrium (Aid 2003)? Several strands in the literature hint at mechanisms that could explain why different countries, despite similar anti-corruption policies and political institutions, might display varying levels of corruption. Lui (1986) and Andvig and Moene (1990), for example, take into account the fundamental observation that both the profitability and costliness of corruption depend on its frequency: as more public officials become corrupt, it becomes more profitable to be corrupt at the same time as the costs for auditing corrupt officials increase. 
Tirole (1986) suggests another mechanism through collective reputations: it is not in the interest of an individual to be honest if his or her group has a reputation for being corrupt, which means that early choices made by older members of an organization may be passed on to younger ones long after the former have gone. Acemoglu (1995), finally, argues that the persistence of rent-seeking activities such as corruption may be explained by the allocation of talent through history between productive and unproductive activities. The more actors engage in bribe-collection from entrepreneurial firms, the less the returns will be from entrepreneurship, and the more talented people will move into the unproductive business of colleting bribes, and so on.  All these models share the view that corruption is not simply determined by a calculus weighing expected benefits over the costs and probability of punishment, since that calculus should change swiftly with the change of institutional environment. Corruption as an institution itself, however, should be sticky, by generating increasing returns to those with power to uphold the system (Pierson 2004). 
Finally, corruption as an institutional device in itself relates to its consequences. The new scholarly consensus on corruption holds that the old “grease the wheels” conception was flawed, in large part because it treated corrupt acts as isolated events, not as a systematic patterns of events with negative externalities that spread to other parts of a the system (Rose-Ackerman 1999). By implication, these systemic patterns of corrupt exchanges, their externalities and the way they spread, is what must be explained if we are to deal with the corruption problem around the world. By this I of course do not want to dismiss all principal-agent models of corruption as entirely unproductive or unimportant. On the contrary, I feel confident that many of their key insights must be taken into account also in future modelling attempts. 
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CHAPTER THREE

3.0
CORRUPTION IN NIGERIA BEFORE PRESIDENT GOODLUCK EBELE JONATHAN
3.1
Corruption in Nigeria under President Olusegun Obasanjo (1999 – 2007)

At independence in 1960, many Nigerians believed their country was destined for greatness on the world stage. Instead, more than 50 years on, the country largely remains a “crippled giant” (Abati 1998). 
The significant remark is that the power of incumbency makes it very difficult to expose the corrupt acts being perpetrated by an incumbent political leader; particularly in Nigeria were the provision in the 1999 constitution, specifically in its section 308, which inter alia provides for the immunity from prosecution. This fact becomes glaring when we appreciate that the call for amendment of the 1999 Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria, especially and particularly the cited section has been so contentious that it has raised so much dust in the polity. This section according to those against it needs to be expunged or at least re-amended to go with the current reality of the kind of leaders we have in our society. More so, this becomes glaring when it is appreciated that if Abacha has been in office (and worst of all has not died), his corrupt scandal would not have been terribly exposed.

Though his government pursued economic reforms that uphold transparency, public accountability and good governance; for example the establishment of Anti-corrupt agencies:  Economic and Financial Crimes Commission (EFCC), and Independent Corrupt Practices Commission (ICPC). Yet, some attitudes of President Obasanjo, and some projects he embarked upon indicates that he is not free of corruption; though his power of incumbency and some provisions of Nigeria constitution affords him serious protection while in office. The fact that some holders of offices protected under the said section cunningly hide behind it to perpetrate crimes including those which attract criminal charges, make it the more reason why proponents of its amendment felt it has outlived its usefulness.
Examples of serious ‘indications’ that suggest President Obasanjo as probably corrupt during his tenure was: The Library Launch at Abeokuta, Ogun State Nigeria that is the Obasanjo Presidential Library (OPL) project. It can be argued that in the said launching, Obasanjo used his position as President to extort billions of Naira from the masses.
In an editorial on Monday 16 May 2005, The Guardian could not hide its disgust of his library launched in Ogun State. The library launch has been described elsewhere as executive extortion. What has happened is perhaps more serious than that. It can be described as constructive corruption where the construction is subtle, disarming and palpable negative…. Knowing the Nigerian mindset you cannot involve functionaries of government and its agencies and tell the world that all their donations are coming from their salaries and private enterprise.
On his part, World Nobel Laureate in 1986, Professor Wole Soyinka, on May 16, 2005, at Ibadan, described the launch thus: “what happened in Abeokuta was an executive extortion and it is a contradiction to the campaign against corruption… it was transparent and open”. The fact that Obasanjo and even his deputy, Atiku Abubakar obtained licences to run private universities in Nigeria is questionable. The Code of Conduct Bureau was expected to explain (and should have explained) to the Nigerian masses the rationality in the then serving president embarking upon private projects while still in office. Besides, almost all the states governors during Obasanjo’s tenure were equally corrupt, particularly the 30 governors that supported Obasanjo’s third term in office bid.
Joshua Dariye was arrested in London for alleged money laundering in 2004. He has been facing EFCCs inquisition and is still haunted by the fear of prosecution by the EFCC since the said controversial immunity expired. Dariye is among the 30 Governors that campaigned for Obasanjo- 3rd term in office.

Good and weighty evidence is the case of Chief Joshua Chibi Dariye, the embattled governor of Plateau State, who was caught in London when he was absconding with states money. Like Dariye, the case of Alamieyeseigha, the Bayelsa state governor that was arrested for the same alleged money laundering is still on records. Most of these state governors are still facing the wrath of the EFCC since they left office.

One major resultant effect of the indication of political corruption in Obasanjo’s government is the high level of poverty; the figure was above 70 percent when he left office in 2007 (FOS). Economic Commission for Africa (ECA) making recommendation for cancellation of Nigeria’s debt notes; “Over 70 percent of Nigerians live on less than $1 a day, 79,500 Nigerian children die before age 5 every month, less than 60 percent of Primary-aged children attend school…” And this high level of poverty during Obasanjo’s regime, led to protracted and intense conflicts (e.g. the Niger-Delta, Ijaw and Aguleri conflicts) and a rise in the level of crime (high way robbers, rise in vigilantism and the kidnapping of expatriates), which are constraints to development in all ramifications. Obasanjo in his speech even pronounced the failure of his government in addressing the problems of poverty, conflict and the rampant corruption in his administration. In his Independence Day speech on 1 October 2001, the president conceded that his administration had failed to lift Nigerians out of poverty, end violence, and solve other obstacles (such as crime and underdevelopment) that the country confronts. Also that “corruption remained rampant, despite the adoption of anti-corruption legislation in 2000, distorting economic management, corrupting law enforcement, and starving desperately needed public services”.
Damn it my feet, ‘salaries and private money indeed! Was the N100 million donated by Governor `Gbenga Daniel of Ogun State taken from his personal salary, or was any provision made for that expenditure in the state’s budget? There is also the issue of N10 million donation (better put levy) by each state governor said to have been pledged on their behalf by Gov. Victor Attah of Akwa Ibom State, then Chair of the Governors’ Forum, and the vexatious donation of one million US dollars from the Nigerian Ports Authority, a very sick and dying government parastatal indebted to hapless contractors to the tune of billions of naira, to a project that has been described as a ‘totally private affair’. The NNPC had also written to oil companies to donate toward the project for which the seven major oil companies responded by donating $20 million (about N2.7 billion), the highest from the business community. Sources said since the NNPC and the oil companies were in joint venture, part of their contribution was government money. What about their unknown existing body ‘Obasanjo Holdings’ that donated N100 million. The question is who owns this money and when was it incorporated? Nigerians are aware of that Obasanjo ran a failed Farm in 1998, when he came out of prison. Some banks were compelled to donate. For complete detail see Ejinkonye’s piece, also Guardian Monday 16 May, 2005.
Ugochukwu, 2007 online. Yes, the money is for the masses, because if investigation is carried out you will see that virtually all came from public coffers. Besides the Newspaper reports already cited; stronger evidence has emerged since the time Obasanjo left office. This should be a further ground for research, since the concentration of this paper is 1979 - 2007

3.2
Cases of Corruption in Nigeria during President Musa Yar’Adua
Corruption has turned what should be one of the countries strongest assets, its vast oil wealth into a curse. Rather than lead to concrete improvements in the lives of ordinary Nigerians, oil revenues have fuelled political violence, fraudulent elections, police abuses, and other human rights violations, even as living standards have slipped and key public institutions have collapsed. Former Economic and Financial Crimes Commission (EFCC) chairman Nuhu Ribadu has estimated that between independence and the end of military rule in 1999, more than US$380 billion was lost to graft and mismanagement. Endemic corruption has continued since then.

Human Rights Watch has documented the role of corruption and mismanagement in depriving Nigerians of their basic human rights in several different contexts. This research showed how in Rivers State one of Nigeria’s wealthiest states and biggest oil producers embezzlement and mismanagement of public funds prevented tremendous resources from improving the dire state of basic health and education services during the administration of former president Olusegun Obasanjo. Human Rights Watch has also documented the role of corruption in fuelling the political violence and electoral fraud that have plagued Nigeria since the end of military rule. (Human Rights Watch). These twin problems have claimed hundreds of lives and produced government institutions that are often ineffective and largely unaccountable to the people who depend on them. 
For example, Human Rights Watch research shows how corruption has helped transform Nigeria’s national police force from protectors to predators. Widespread bribery and extortion by rank-and-file officers, and a system of “returns” in which bribes are passed up the chain of command, have fuelled abuses ranging from arbitrary arrests and unlawful detention to torture and extrajudicial killings.
Bribery, embezzlement, and abuse of office by police officials have severely undermined access to justice for ordinary Nigerians and left the force with inadequate resources to carry out meaningful investigations (Everyone’s in on the Game).

Corruption is at the heart of many of Nigeria’s most serious human rights problems and Human Rights Watch has repeatedly called upon the Nigerian government to do more to fight corruption and bolster the capacity and independence of key anti-corruption institutions. 
In December 2007, James Ibori was arrested, the powerful former governor of Delta State, in the oil-rich Niger Delta. Ibori had presided over a state that had remained impoverished and dysfunctional under his watch despite massive inflows of oil revenue. Although Ibori was not seen as a close ally of Obasanjo, many Nigerians assumed him to be untouchable because of his close relationship to both Yar’Adua whose campaign Ibori is widely believed to have financially backed and Yar’Adua’s attorney general, Michael Aondoakaa (The Attorney General’s War on the EFCC).The idea that a man as powerful as Ibori could sit in prison awaiting trial gave a momentary new surge of excitement and legitimacy to the EFCC’s anticorruption campaign
But the already beleaguered Ribadu had overplayed his hand, and the move against Ibori sealed the end of his career at the EFCC. Less than two weeks after the EFCC charged Ibori, Ribadu was “temporarily” relieved of his post and sent to attend a ten-month training course at Nigeria’s National Institute for Policy and Strategic Studies.  Ribadu’s tenure at the helm of the EFCC was in fact over, leaving him and many other EFCC officials apparently stunned. “We did not anticipate the reaction,” one key Ribadu era official told Human Rights Watch. “Either we did not read the mind of the president very well or we were naïve.
Tafa Balogun was the EFCC’s first conviction of a nationally prominent political figure. Charged to court in April 2005, just months after being forced to retire as Nigeria’s inspector general of police, Balogun ultimately pleaded guilty of failing to declare his assets, and his front companies were convicted of eight counts of money laundering. In November 2005 he was sentenced to six months in prison and the court ordered the seizure of his assets reportedly worth in excess of $150 million (BBC News Online 2005).  The sentence struck many as light given the severity of the allegations. He stood accused of financial crimes allegedly committed at a time when he was serving as Nigeria’s chief law enforcement officer (Davidson et al 2007). Nonetheless, Balogun’s conviction was a profoundly important moment the sight of such a prominent public official being hauled before a court in handcuffs to answer for corruption was something many Nigerians had thought impossible (Pindiga 2005). Balogun has since reportedly retired to a luxury home in a high – end Lagos neighbourhood.

Diepreye Alamieyeseigha served as governor of Nigeria’s oil-rich but deeply impoverished Bayelsa State from 1999 to 2005. In September 2005, he was arrested by British authorities in London. The London Metropolitan Police found about £1 million in cash at his home and charged him with money laundering (BBC News Online 2005).

Released on bail, Alamieyeseigha managed to flee the UK, the EFCC says disguised as a woman and reappeared in his home state, claiming he had been transported there by God (Lydia Polgreen 2005). As a sitting governor he enjoyed immunity from prosecution in Nigeria, but three months later he was impeached by his state legislature, and the EFCC charged him with embezzling about $55 million in public funds (Tume Ahemba 2005). In July 2007 the former governor pleaded guilty to failing to declare his assets, his front companies were convicted of money laundering, and the court ordered his assets seized. He was sentenced to two years in prison and released, for time served, the day after his sentencing (Mbachu 2007).
Alamieyeseigha was quickly welcomed back into the ruling party fold. In May 2008 senior ruling party officials openly campaigned alongside Alamieyeseigha at a political rally in Bayelsa State, just 10 months after his conviction (Oyebode 2008).
Former Edo State governor Lucky Igbinedion was charged by EFCC prosecutors in January 2008 with siphoning off more than $25 million of public funds. He ultimately pleaded guilty in December 2008 to failing to declare his assets and his front company was convicted on 27 counts of money laundering. But the trial judge in the case, Abdullahi Kafarati, deviated from the terms of the plea agreement and handed down a very light sentence that included no jail time. Igbinedion paid the equivalent of a $25,000 fine, agreed to forfeit some of his property, and walked free on the spot. The EFCC appealed the light sentence. In early 2011, the EFCC raided two of his palatial homes in Abuja and filed new criminal charges against the former governor. But in May 2011 the court dismissed the case, ruling that the new charges would amount to double jeopardy. (Ibileke 2011)

Olabode (“Bode”) George was a powerful figure within the ruling party under President Obasanjo and was also chairman of the Nigerian Ports Authority (NPA) for a time. The EFCC in August 2008 charged him with contract-related offenses dating back to his time at the NPA. (Akintunde 2008) 

In October 2009 he was convicted and sentenced to two and a half years in prison after a surprisingly swift and efficient trial. This was the EFCC’s first and so far only conviction at trial of a major political figure an important accomplishment. The positive example of his conviction was diminished, however, when he was treated to a rapturous welcome by key ruling party figures upon his release from prison in February 2011. (BBC News Online, October 27, 2009).

Following our conception of corruption, one would assert that Nigeria is corrupt. This can be accounted for by many and unabashed human behaviours in various sectors which do not fall in line with what ought to be. In the year 2000, Transparency International ranked Nigeria the world’s most corrupt country.

Mamadu augments this when he states that corruption has become a way of life for most Nigerians (xi). And Dike declares that corruption is (endemic) in Nigeria … the leaders as well as the followers are corrupt (http://www.africanecnomicanalysis.org). All this clearly shows that corruption is a serious problem in Nigeria as a result of total moral breakdown in the character ethic of Nigerians. Hence, Fafowora of the Nation newspapers was led to ask a mind-bugging question “is it really possible now to eliminate, or reduce, public corruption in Nigeria”. There are many cases that can be cited to buttress this claim in the economic, political, bureaucratic and social dimensions, etc.

Corruption has become a song. The over N100 billion Nigeria Ports Authority scam, masterminded by Bode George. There is also the huge scam in the petroleum sector with oil blocks being randomly allocated to the cronies of the PDP. 

Ambassador Sam Edem as Chairman of NDDC was alleged to have embezzled nearly N300 million. The incidents in the power sector are no longer news. That of the agriculture is still fresh where the 2007 budget for agriculture was diverted to take care of the luxuries of members of parliament. What of the electoral process? People like Mrs. Ahmadu Ali who won election she never contested just because her husband is the Party Chairman? What of contract awards? Most of which are never meant to be executed.

But the high level of corruption is not limited to federal establishments. It is the same in the states and local governments. Nor is it limited to the executive branch alone. The National Assembly and even the Judiciary are deeply involved.

According to Fafowroa, when the judiciary is perceived as being corrupt, then the entire system of justice breaks down completely (48). Yet when we look outside the government, we see an awful rate of corrupt practices. Traders sell fake and substandard goods to the unsuspecting consumer. Many Nigerians have taken vocation in internet frauds, 419 or advance fee fraud, contract scam and so on.

Perhaps so outrageous and well-received is corruption in Nigerian that a popular artist Nkem Owoh released a musical album entitled “I go chop your dollar”. BBC Radio network demonstrated the high prevalence of corruption in Nigeria by playing the above song on its programme “Focus on Africa”, where it treated corruption as an issue (BBC, 26th August, 2008). Thus, we have shown with the above that Nigeria is corrupt. These must have inspired Ochulor to characterized Nigeria as a Machiavellian Society (317) he goes ahead to declare;

"As a result of Nigeria’s current Machiavellian philosophy of wealth acquisition … most Nigerians today believe that moral uprightness and wealth acquisition are two parallel lines that can never meet. Consequently, those who want to be morally upright have given up the ambition of becoming wealthy, because they feel it is for the corrupt. And those who want to be wealthy have given up the possibility of moral uprightness, because they think it does not promote wealth" (317) therefore, the thesis that Nigerian is corrupt is a foregone conclusion.

The long time reign of corruption has come to leave a mirror factor in the life of the nation, to the extent that what is true in reality can be made false in appearance and vice versa- the case of the erstwhile Governor of Delta State Chief James Ibori is a strong case in point: A one-time convict, turned out to be a non-convict, ironically from the same judiciary. But we do not want to belabour this work with this type of discussion. It is one thing to acknowledge that corruption is a bad practice and another to acknowledge that one is corrupt here Nigeria. Otherwise, most political leaders and civil servants will willingly resign their posts and offices and turn up for prosecution. But this will never happen because the corrupt man does not yet believe he is corrupt. He sees himself as exploiting his opportunities, taking his own share of the national cake and so on while corruption itself is a separate entity tormenting us all. Ochulor states; “The process of acquiring wealth in Nigeria has taken different dimensions as people now consider wealth not as a means but as an end (318). As an end therefore, it does not matter what one does and for how long. In short one can live a lifetime of corruption in so far as it makes him wealthy and powerful – it is acceptable by the society. He can never be the bad man. It is corruption who is the common enemy of all. This is very obvious from what happens daily in the Nigeria societies, where corrupt men are celebrated, regarded highly and often given chieftaincy titles and coveted national awards. As Dike Writes, “Nigeria’s reward system is perhaps the poorest in the world. Nigeria is a society where national priorities are turned upside down; hard work is not rewarded, but rogues are often glorified in Nigeria (http://www.africanecnomicanalysis.org).
This entire societal madness clearly shows the double face of corruption in Nigeria. At one end people shout against corruption, pass bill in the National Assembly, establish anti-corruption commissions and campaigns, but at the other end however, the same people carry out on daily basis several acts of corruption, ranging from looting, embezzlement, favouritism, nepotism to contract scams etc. 

The cases of National Electricity Project, Ajaokuta steel project, roads, airports, and water projects are some very good examples. Many political leaders have been fingered some of whom are; Tony Anenih, Liyel Imoke, Bode George, Olusegun Agagu, Iyabo Obasanjo to mention just a few. What about the ousted speaker of the House of Assembly, Mrs. Patricia Etteh who brought international disgrace to Nigeria? What of ex-police IG’s Tafa Balogun and Sunday Ehinderoh whose corrupt acts are still reverberating. We cannot name them all! We saw late president Yara’dua boldly slapping the constitution severally. On one occasion he favoured Okiro instead of Onovo as the I.G of police; he ignored for a reasonable length of time the plight of the people of Niger Delta Region, he favoured the increment in the salaries of political office holders while grudging civil servants of same. In short before he became the president he declared his assets in hundreds of millions and we wish to ask; where did he get the money? He had been governor for some years, and his salaries and entitlements during the period were not up to 30 million. Before then, he had been a lecturer, and we all know what they lived on then; so where did he get the excesses? The point we want to establish here, is that basically every Nigerian is corrupt or atleast is exposed to various acts of corruption but ironically, would not admit it. And we all end up as depicted in an African proverb, chasing the ghost that eats up our children. Corruption which is portrayed as the common enemy of us all –it is a being – a monster but never one of us.
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CHAPTER FOUR

4.0
EFFORT OF EFCC ANTI – CORRUPTION AGENCY UNDER PRESIDENT GOODLUCK JONATHAN ADMINISTRATION.
4.1
History of EFCC

The three main anticorruption agencies in Nigeria are the Code of Conduct Bureau and Code of Conduct Tribunal, the Independent Corrupt Practices and Other Offences Commission, and the Economic and Financial Crime Commission (EFCC).

EFCC which was created by an enabling Act in 2004 is perceived as the most effective anticorruption agency in the country, and the results so far are not to be underestimated in the context of Africa, based on indicators such as public perception, investigation and prosecution, assets recovery, strengthening of Nigerian financial institutions, and international recognition.

The Economic and Financial Crime Commission (EFCC) along with its counterpart anti-graft body, Independent Corrupt Practices and other related offences Commission were originally and officially set up by the Olusegun Obasanjo administration to confront the menace of corruption especially its political manifestation.

However, a critical look at the track record and the style of its operations will reveal that the EFCC is not a panacea; rather it has become an instrument in the hands of the presidency to perpetrate political corruption.

EFCC is the central institution saddled with the responsibility of fighting Nigeria’s anti-corruption war. The Commission and its helmsmen were recently featuring in the news in positive as well as negative pictures, both at local and international media. EFCC and its protagonists hold the view that, the Commission is on the right track; while its antagonists and some public commentators have observed some lapses in the manner the Commission is executing its mission.

On the street opinion about the Commission and the anti-corruption war in Nigeria is mixed; most Nigerians believe that it is "impossible" to root out corruption especially in within the political class, and there is general public consensus that, Nigeria needs a dogged anti corruption agency, but public trust on EFCC is regrettably fast diminishing. This entails that, what we have is not what ought to be! There is need for Nigeria’s anti corruption body and the men and women steering its affairs to make adjustments; shift ground and start ‘the big thinking’, because the Nigeria in which the anti graft Commission was born, is today entirely a new one the catchphrase in today’s Nigerian polity is ‘Rule of Law’, which many people are accusing the Commission of being not adherent to, though, EFCC’s protagonists are of the view, forces against the Commission are hiding behind ‘Rule of Law’ to cut the Commission’s feathers.

Whichever way one looks at it, it is apparent that EFCC is in a tied situation, because it appears that, it’s past; especially its pre 2007 elections actions are hunting the Commission. But how would the EFCC and its new helmsman confront these thorny challenges facing them? In order to sustain the goodwill it is enjoying from international community; and cleans the stains on its face that is making some Nigerians critical of it.

4.2
The mandate of EFCC has an Anti – corruption Agency

The Commission is mandated for
(a)
The enforcement and the due administration of the provisions of this Act; 
(b) 
The investigation of all financial crimes including advance fee fraud, money laundering, counterfeiting, illegal charge transfers, futures market fraud, fraudulent encashment of negotiable instruments, computer credit card fraud, contract scam, etc.; 

(c) 
The co-ordination and enforcement of all economic and financial crimes laws and enforcement functions conferred on any other person or authority; 

(d) 
The adoption of measures to identify, trace, freeze, confiscate or seize proceeds derived from terrorist activities, economic and financial crimes related offences or the properties the value of which corresponds to such proceeds; 
(e) 
The adoption of measures which includes coordinated preventive and regulatory actions, introduction and maintenance of investigative and control techniques on the prevention of economic and financial related crimes; 
(f)  
The facilitation of rapid exchange of scientific and technical information and the conduct of joint operations geared towards the eradication of economic and financial crimes; 
(g) 
The examination and investigation of all reported cases of economic and financial crimes with a view to identifying individuals, corporate bodies or groups involved; 
(h) 
The determination of the extent of financial loss and such other losses by government, private individuals or organizations; 
(i) 
Collaborating with government bodies both within and outside Nigeria carrying on functions wholly or in part analogous with those of the Commission concerning - 

(i) 
The identification, determination, of the whereabouts and activities of persons suspected of being involved in economic and financial crimes, 

(ii) 
The movement of proceeds or properties derived from the commission of economic and financial and other crimes; 

(iii)
The exchange of personnel or other experts, 

(iv) 
The establishment and maintenance of a system for monitoring international economic and financial crimes in order to identify suspicious transactions 
(v) 
Maintaining data, statistics, records and reports on person, organizations, proceeds, properties, documents or other items 
(vi) 
Undertaking research and similar works with a view to determining the manifestation, extent, magnitude, and effects of economic and financial crimes and advising government on appropriate intervention measures for combating same 

4.3
Cases EFCC fought especially under President Goodluck Ebele Jonathan

1) 
Mrs Daziani Allison Madueke: the Honourable Minister of Petroleum Resources, she has been indicted by five different investigative panel Committees reports at different time, yet she confidently remains in charge of the Ministry unperturbed.
2) 
The KPMG Report: Indicted the NNPC, PPPRA and the Ministry of Petroleum Resources of massive Corruption and lack of transparency.
3) 
The Farouk Lawal Report of the House of Representative Investigative Committee: Spoke elaborately of unprecedented Corruption between bureaucracy and the marketers of petroleum products. It is commonsensical as well as logical to observe that the marketers can not dip their hands into Government coffers to pay themselves without approval from NNPC, PPPRA, Minister of Petroleum, Central Bank of Nigeria (CBN) and of course Minister of Finance. 4) Aig Imoukede Report: This report recommended refunds to the Government and indeed some refunds have been made, yet the Honourable Minister of Finance, Mrs Okonjo Iweala one year after refunds has refused to tell Nigerians who refunded what and out of what as demanded by best practices in good governance and transparency. Ideally, this nature of refund means indictment, yet no prosecution is ongoing talk less of jail.
5) 
Nuhu Ribadu Report: The Nuhu Ribadu report also spoke about unprecedented and scandalous Corruption in the petroleum Ministry and its Affiliated Agencies and parastatal.
6) 
NEITI Report: Revealed that the NNPC is yet to remit N1.3 trillion Naira to the Federation account under the Chairmanship of Mrs. Deziani Alison Maduekwe. It further revealed that 600 million U.S dollars was withdrawn from the Joint Ventures Account with Chase Bank and squandered on an inexplicable reason till date. It also revealed that 2.3 billion dollars was collected from Joint Ventures account and transferred to the NNPC headquarters for security reasons in the Niger Delta region. We all know that the Ministry of Petroleum has no relationship whatsoever with defence issues, as all the security Agencies including the police are funded by Appropriation Act. 

7) 
We recalled with great pain that in the year 2011 about 280 billion Naira was budgeted and appropriated for oil subsidy, however, the Government of President Goodluck Ebele Jonathan ended up spending over 2.3 trillion Naira, over 2 trillion Naira above appropriation and of course half of Nigeria total appropriation. This is unprecedented in Nigeria history and against the extant laws of the Federal Republic of Nigeria. All of these took place under Mrs. Deziani Alision Maduekwe supervision as the Minister of Petroleum.
(8) We have chronicled and reported cases of Corruption in the Ministry of Niger Delta Headed by Elder Godsday Orubebe.
(9) 
Corruption in the Ministry of Power
(10)
Corruption by Honourable Minister of Justice and Attorney General of the Federation Mr. Mohammed Bello Adoke. Unfortunately till date, no Government Official in these Ministries and Agencies has been invited by the Anti-Graft Agencies or Police on these outrageous subsidy scandals.
4.4   
Impact of president Goodluck Ebele Jonathan towards EFCC
The Government and the Nigerian police bear most of the direct responsibility for creating the conditions that have allowed corruption to grow unchecked in Nigeria. But the irresponsibility and misconduct of both of those institutions is only possible because the federal government has done nothing to insist on adherence to, and enforcement of, the law. Corruption has its roots in politics, political parties and in national level in different official states included Nigeria citizens. President Umaru Yar’Adua came into office pledging dramatic action to halt corruption in the country, but these promises have not resulted in any concrete action to date. Because Nigeria’s police are under federal control, the federal government has the responsibility to ensure adequate oversight and guidance of police activities in the whole nation which they fail to do. However, there is no evidence that the federal government has exerted any pressure on the police to conduct investigations into the corruption links between top corrupt officials and the state’s politicians across the Nation.
Under both the Obasanjo and Yar’Adua federal governments, the national anticorruption body, the EFCC, systematically failed to pursue criminal charges against influential members of the ruling party, including former governor Odili.
In March 2008 Odili secured a controversial court injunction barring the EFCC from investigating or arresting him for any corruption-related offense; that ruling is being challenged in court.

The EFCC’s arrest of powerful former Delta State Governor James Ibori on corruption charges in December 2007 seemed to signal a sharp and important departure from the trend toward leaving the most powerful politicians untouched. But weeks after Ibori’s arrest the Yar’Adua government eviscerated the EFCC’s credibility by sacking its executive chairman in apparent retaliation for its pursuit of high-profile politicians.

Because of the motives that appeared to lie behind it, this move has largely destroyed the credibility of federal anti-corruption efforts. This will likely further embolden politicians who have used corruption as a mechanism to fund violence and subvert the democratic process. However, the federal government has since made no mention of that promised investigation which President Goodluck Ebele Jonathan is among the government then.

Nigeria is fighting corruption, President Goodluck Ebele Jonathan knows the corrupt individuals in the society, both public and private, and he is REFUSING to mention names so as not to be attacked. The G7 earlier expressed disappointment with the way President Jonathan waved aside their request, which whimsically he has accepted by refusing to reveal the corrupt individuals. Is that one of the deals he stuck with the PDP Rebels to stop the EFCC from investigating their activities?

Jonathan as the Nigeria Commander-in-Chief of the Nigerian Armed Forces is scares of attack. It is like a General would retrieve from the battle ground when the enemies merely blow the trumpet from a far distance that they would going to destroy all their enemies in seconds. Who protects an ordinary Nigerian who is continuously attacking corruption in the society? How is Jonathan fighting corruption if those who committed the atrocities against humanity were set free, or spared from facing the wrath of the Law? The President, as the Custodian of the Nigerian Constitution, refusal to name the corrupt individuals in the country, when the country is among the most corrupt countries on the world, is of major concern to most Nigerians. Where is the country’s salvation or redemption?

Nigerians are tired of the rhetoric on the corrupt public officers like Ribadu would state that Ibori stole 50% of Delta revenue within his eight years in office; Atiku is the most corrupt Vice President courtesy of Obasanjo; even to the point of stating that Waziri was not qualified to be the EFCC Chairperson; and Waziri would warn Obasanjo to respect his age if he does not want her to open up on him.

Corruption, as some scholars would put it, is a Nigerian Factor.

Ibori is in London jail for thieving; Atiku's case could not be proved. The Nigerians concern now is the status of those that are still walking on the streets that Jonathan is refusing to reveal to the public, who might have stolen more than Ibori, Atiku; turned around donating the money to Mission Schools, and no one dare touch them. Those that are supposed to be processed through the law and they have the guts to tell the President to get off their cases.

Nigeria is fighting corruption, and G7 has successfully convinced the President of the Federal Republic of Nigeria to discourage EFCC from performing its responsibilities. The G7 demand is a dimension to why a school of thought believes that an average Nigerian is potentially and dangerously corrupt. With President Jonathan succumbing to the termites that are devouring Nigerian community; would that amount to the fact that Executive Governors could do whatever they pleased while in office with the public money , to the endorsement of the Nigerian President, and get away without evoking the letters of the law on them.

Another school of thought is of the opinion that 'an average Nigeria is not corrupt', however, 'the country operates a corrupt system'. In a country where the operators, executives, embezzled the resources meant for development; and individuals entrusted with the resources are not accountable to those who elected them, is of great concern to an average Nigerian. Possibly, they are responsible for the lapses in the civil service. In a way, they encourage the civil servants in their corrupt practices against the ethics of their respective professions. Ironically, Nigeria's corruption rating has taken a leap for the worse as Transparency International (TI) has said that Nigerian civil servants alone took bribes worth over N450 billion ($3b) in 2011 .

The report of a World Bank study (conducted in 26 states) released in 2012 indicated that about 80 per cent of businesses in Nigeria paid bribes to government officials in 2011 to stay in business. One-third of micro-enterprises agreed that "informal payments or gifts to government officials" were common occurrences, suggesting that registered firms deal more with such requests for bribes. How do you expect an Executive of a State to clear this up in their respective States if, and when, they are asking the President to grant them life immunity to mismanage the meagre resources in their States and not to be accountable to the public?

President Jonathan yielding to this singular request from the G7 should get Nigerians worried that the current corps of PDP politicians has unabashedly demonstrated to Nigerians that they cannot fight corruption in the country. It is a way of endorsing the Corruption Perception Index, through Transparency International, placing Nigeria among the most corrupt countries in the World, which some scholar’s have baptized as 'Nigerian Factor'. To the embarrassment of the country, the United Nations stated that despite Nigeria's vast resources, it ranks among the most unequal countries in the world. The refineries were poorly maintained, other related industries are crippled, and Nigeria has been turned into a consumer country ; importing energy with the abundant oil and gas; shoes are imported in the midst of plenty of hides and skins; importing starch in the abundance of cassava a; and importation of textiles with the large acres of arable cotton belt. Definitely, the EFCC and ICPC are finding it very difficult to rid Nigeria of corruption, as these executives continue to put pressure on the President to stop investigating their activities.

Unfortunately, the PDP's soul is ravaged by corruption, its structure weakened by crony ism occasioned by subversion of the democratic principles of rational choice by the whims and caprices of the party’s leadership. The nation's salvation cannot be entrusted in the hands of this band of mendacious self-seekers. No index of positive continuity, let alone a transformation agenda that can emanate from such thought of the G7 for them to be above law of the land. As a matter of fact, most Nigerians celebrate corruption.

The turn of events which saw the ruling PDP broke into two factions at its mini-convention in Abuja August 24, 2013, is discomfiture to the party that claims to be the biggest in Africa, which has monopolized power at the centre since 1999. It is an appalling failure of the PDP to meet the very basic requirements of internal discipline, unity of thought and action, and democratic management. It was a display of low lev el of political maturity under an individual, its Chairman, who lacks sombre skills in managing human behaviours. It is more embarrassing for the disgraceful conduct of some delegates, resulting into physical confrontations between Anambra and Kano delegates, at the Eagles Square.
All the boxing and shouting matches took place in the full glare of television cameras. It's a shame! To say that PDP lacks discipline may well be the least that could be said of the party that has ruled Nigeria for 14 years, with very little to show for it.

The splinter has turned out to be just another incremental and rapacious devaluation of internal democracy. Many expected that the PDP leadership would use the Eagles Square event to showcase its potential and for that matter, the party’s capacity for democratic deepening, particularly at the grassroots. It has left the PDP in a huge democratic deficit. The sermon of some PDP leaders about the principle of fairness, justice, and rule of law is laughable, when indeed the convention made those principles its principal casualties.

Reports from a recent investigation have revealed that the Goodluck Jonathan administration which assumed office in 2011 still has a long way to go in its fight against corruption. Over N5 trillion in government funds have been stolen through fraud, embezzlement and theft since President Jonathan assumed office on May 6, 2010, a Punch investigation has found.

This amount is the summation of government funds said to have been stolen, according to the Nuhu Ribadu- led Petroleum Task Force report; the Minister of Trade and Investment’s report on stolen crude; the House of Representatives fuel subsidy report and investigations into the ecological fund, SIM card registration and frequency band spectrum sale.

The investigation revealed the fraudulent activities carried out on a large scale in some ministries. The Ribadu report on the oil and gas sector for instance, put daily crude oil theft at a high 250,000 barrels daily at a cost of $6.3 bn (N1.2 trn) a year. This puts the total amount lost through oil theft in the two years of Jonathan’s government at over $12.6bn (N 2 trn).
Another fraud scheme was discovered in July 2012 when the House of Representatives Committee on Environment discovered a tree seedling fraud worth N2 bn awarded by the Ecological Fund office. 

Similarly, in the telecommunications sector, the 450MHz frequency, which was valued at over $50m, was allegedly sold for less than $6m (a difference of $44m or N6.9bn) by the Nigeria Communications Commission. In the same sector, the reps, earlier this year, commenced investigations into the N6.1 bn SIM card registration project embarked upon by the NCC in 2011.
Reacting to the massive frauds that have greeted Jonathan’s tenure, Transparency International, in an email to Punch said that Nigeria would continue to slack in development as long as it keeps paying lip service to the fight against corruption.
 “President Jonathan should insist that those accused of corruption are properly investigated and punished if found guilty, irrespective of their positions and connections. The judiciary must be seen as impartial and fair.
“To signal a break with the past, the government should set up an independent investigatory panel to review charges of corruption within government and the private sector. President Jonathan should endorse the panel and commit to ensure it has both the scope and the power to investigate and prosecute.

“This is not just a matter of justice; fighting corruption can affect the lives and livelihoods of millions of people. The current culture of corruption hurts the majority of Nigerians while the inequality gap widens.”
4.5
Goodluck Jonathan administration institutionalised corruption in Nigeria.
This report is coming just days after KPMG, a global audit and financial advisory firm, stated that Nigeria accounted for the highest number of fraud cases in Africa in the first half of 2012. It is our hope that such reports like this would make the government take the fight against corruption more seriously.

The United States government on Friday indicted the President Goodluck Jonathan led Federal Government of massive and widespread corruption. According to the United States Department of State, government officials and agencies frequently engage in corrupt practices with impunity.
This was contained in the Bureau of Democracy, Human Rights and Labor Country Reports on Human Rights Practices for 2012, which was released on Friday evening. In the report, the judiciary and security agencies, especially the police, were said be lacking in transparency.

It read in part, “The law provides criminal penalties for official corruption; however, the government did not implement the law effectively, and officials frequently engaged in corrupt practices with impunity. Massive, widespread, and pervasive corruption affected all levels of government and the security forces. The constitution provides immunity from civil and criminal prosecution for the president, vice president, governors, and deputy governors while in office.

“There was a widespread perception judges were easily bribed and litigants could not rely on the courts to render impartial judgments. Citizens encountered long delays and alleged requests from judicial officials for bribes to expedite cases or obtain favourable rulings.

“Police corruption remained rampant. Reports of checkpoint bribery and shooting incidents decreased in February after newly appointed Inspector General of Police Mohammed Abubakar announced the closure of all police checkpoints across the country; however, illegal checkpoints remained common in some regions. Police routinely stopped drivers who did not commit traffic infractions, refusing to allow them to continue until they paid bribes,” it stated.

Highlighting events that occurred in the country in last year that portrayed lack of transparency and probity, the US government listed the escape of the suspected mastermind of the Boko Haram 2011 Christmas Day bombing from custody, noting how the police commissioner, who aided the suspect went unpunished; the conviction of former Delta State governor James Ibori in the Southwark Crown Court in London of charges of money laundering and other financial crimes totalling N12.4bn, after he was acquitted by a Nigerian court; and the N1.067trn fuel subsidy fund lost to “endemic corruption and entrenched inefficiency” as examples.

It stated that, “In July, the government released a list of those who had benefited illegally from the subsidy program, which included relatives and colleagues of key government officials. In late July, the EFCC began arraigning suspects, first with a group of 20 indictments, including six oil companies and 11 individuals. By year’s end, the EFCC initiated prosecutions of approximately 50 cases related to the subsidy scam. The majority of these cases involved companies and individuals who had fraudulently received subsidy revenue.

Investigations and trials had not produced any convictions by year’s end.” The US document also faulted the refusal of public officials to declare their assets as stipulated by law. It stated that in June 2012, the Socio-Economic Rights and Accountability Project and other groups demanded that President Jonathan should disclose his assets from 2007 to 2012 but that Jonathan refused the report also rated the anticorruption efforts of the Independent Corrupt Practises and other related offences Commission and the Economic and Financial Crimes Commission as “largely ineffectual,” adding that despite ICPC’s wide mandate, it had only achieved 60 convictions since its inauguration in 2000. 

It also listed a number of cases being handled by the EFCC that have remained inconclusive, including the case of alleged misappropriation of one N1bn against former Speaker of the House of Representatives, Dimeji Bankole, and N40bn against his deputy Usman Nafada; and the cases against four former governors Gbenga Daniel, Adebayo Alao-Akala, Aliyu Akwe Doma, and Muhammed Danjuma Goje, for allegedly misappropriating N58bn, N25bn, N18bn, and N12.8bn, respectively. Apart from corruption, the US accused the Federal Government of numerous unlawful killings. It decried frequent abduction of civilians and lack of press freedom, highlighting cases, where journalists were harassed and beaten up.

It also noted widespread discrimination against persons with disability.

The Presidency, however, described the report as an incorrect assessment of the situation in the country. Special Adviser to the President on Media and Publicity, Dr. Reuben Abati, warned Nigerians to be wary of such assessments which he described as “parachute researches.”

He said contrary to the picture the report painted, the present administration has remained the most transparent government since the return of democracy to Nigeria. He said it was in the spirit of transparency that the present administration exposed the scam in the downstream sector of the petroleum industry and passed the Freedom of Information Bill.

He said, “In 2012 that the report is talking about, the EFCC alone got more than 200 convictions. This is in public domain.

“This government did an audit to eliminate waste and leakages in the system. “On the checkpoints they talked about, it is important that they identify the difference between checkpoints and stop-and-search operation which is required especially in tackling security challenges. “Nigerians should be wary of these external assessors that jump into conclusion. What are the parameters used in arriving at their conclusion? How scientific are the analysis?

“They assess Nigeria based on the instinct of a parachute who jumps put of an aircraft without a fair knowledge of where he is landing.”

The law provides criminal penalties for official corruption; however, the government did not implement the law effectively, and officials frequently engaged in corrupt practices with impunity. Massive, widespread, and pervasive corruption affected all levels of government and the security forces. The constitution provides immunity from civil and criminal prosecution for the president, vice president, governors, and deputy governors while in office.

There was a widespread perception judges were easily bribed and litigants could not rely on the courts to render impartial judgments. Citizens encountered long delays and alleged requests from judicial officials for bribes to expedite cases or obtain favorable rulings.

Police corruption remained rampant. Reports of checkpoint bribery and shooting incidents decreased in February after newly appointed Inspector General of Police Mohammed Abubakar announced the closure of all police checkpoints across the country; however, illegal checkpoints remained common in some regions. Police routinely stopped drivers who did not commit traffic infractions, refusing to allow them to continue until they paid bribes. The Office of the Inspector General of Police attempted to strengthen the Police Monitoring Unit, which was charged with visiting police stations to search officers for signs of accepting bribes; however, the unit remained ineffective and made no arrests by year’s end. Citizens could report incidents of police corruption to the NHRC; however, the NHRC did not act on such complaints during the year, and no other mechanism existed to investigate security force abuse.

In 2010 HRW released Everyone’s in on the Game, a report on corruption and human rights abuses by the police. HRW compiled information from 145 interviews and documented pervasive police extortion committed with impunity by police officers throughout the country. Police demanded bribes, threatened arrest and physical harm, and enforced a system of “returns” in which officers must pay up the chain of command a share of the money they extorted from the public. This system undermined the rule of law and created a large disincentive for superior officers to hold their subordinates accountable for extortion and other abuses.

On January 14, police arrested the suspected mastermind of the Boko Haram 2011 Christmas Day bombing. The following day he escaped, reportedly in broad daylight and while still wearing handcuffs. Authorities later arrested, detained, suspended, and dismissed a police commissioner for his alleged role in the escape. The police commissioner eventually gained release from custody, and there were no further updates on the case.

Public officials, including the president, vice president, governors, deputy governors, cabinet ministers, and legislators (at both federal and state levels), must comply with financial disclosure laws, including the requirement to declare their assets to the Code of Conduct Bureau (CCB) before assuming and after leaving office. Violators risked prosecution, but cases rarely came to conclusion. In June the Socio-Economic Rights and Accountability Project and other groups demanded President Jonathan disclose his assets from 2007 to 2012. On June 24, the president refused the request. The President’s Office and the PDP contended President Jonathan declared his assets in compliance with the provisions of section 140(1) of the constitution and submitted them to the CCB prior to his assumption of office, and there was no stipulation requiring publication of the information. On June 26, SERAP responded by filing a Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) request with the Presidency and the CCB requesting release of the information within seven days. The president had not released information on his assets by year’s end, insisting the law required declaration of assets but not publication of the report. The constitution calls on the CCB to “retain custody of such declarations and make them available for inspection by any citizen of Nigeria on such terms and conditions as the National Assembly may prescribe.” The Code of Conduct Act does not address the issue of publication.

In June the Legal Defense and Assistance Project (LEDAP) also filed a FOIA request with the Abuja Federal High court requesting members of the National Assembly disclose their salaries and allowances. After the National Assembly did not respond, LEDAP filed a suit in court demanding the information per the stipulations in the FOIA. The National Assembly attempted to argue the FOIA did not cover legislators’ earnings. The court disagreed and ruled against the National Assembly. National Assembly members had not disclosed their assets by year’s end.

In August the CCB began the process of verifying personal assets of the 36 state governors and those of serving ministers. The tribunal gave these officials three months to declare all personal assets. In October 2011 the Code of Conduct Tribunal commenced the trial of former governor of Lagos State Asiwaju Bola Ahmed Tinubu, who allegedly failed to disclose multiple foreign bank accounts he maintained while serving as governor. In December 2011 the court dismissed his case.
The anticorruption efforts of the ICPC and EFCC remained largely ineffectual. The ICPC holds broad authorities to prosecute all forms of corruption, whereas the EFCC is tasked with handling only financial crimes. Despite this wider mandate the ICPC had only achieved 60 convictions since its inauguration in 2000.

The 2008 replacement of the EFCC’s internationally respected chairman, Nuhu Ribadu, and transfer of many of its senior personnel raised questions about the government’s commitment to fighting corruption. In November 2011 President Jonathan removed EFCC Chair Farida Waziri after credible allegations that she was engaged in corrupt practices.

On February 15, the Senate confirmed EFCC Director of Operations Ibrahim Lamorde as the new chair. On March 22, Lamorde publicly stated the EFCC itself suffered from corruption and needed a “clean up.” After he assumed office, the EFCC under Lamorde continued or brought new cases against 12 nationally prominent public officials. Despite the arrest of several high-ranking officials by the EFCC, allegations continued that agency investigations targeted individuals who had fallen out of favor with the government, while those who were in favor continued their activities with impunity.

In August 2011 HRW released Corruption on Trial, a report on the record of the EFCC. The report examined the EFCC’s record of conviction and prosecution of members of the political elite implicated in corruption under Ribadu and his replacement, Waziri. The report found that although the EFCC had done a competent job of prosecuting apolitical financial crimes, it had less success in high-profile political corruption cases.

On April 18, a House of Representatives Committee led by Representative Farouk Lawan and charged with investigating the fuel subsidy program from 2009 to 2011 released a report showing massive fraud, corruption, and inefficiencies in the operation of the program. The report alleged misappropriation of nearly half the subsidy funds, with poor or non existent oversight by government agencies. The report estimated government money lost to “endemic corruption and entrenched inefficiency” amounted to 1.067 trillion naira ($6.8 billion). The committee recommended reform of the oversight and enforcement mechanisms and further endorsed investigation and prosecution of culpable officials.
In July the government released a list of those who had benefited illegally from the subsidy program, which included relatives and colleagues of key government officials. In late July the EFCC began arraigning suspects, first with a group of 20 indictments, including six oil companies and 11 individuals. By year’s end the EFCC initiated prosecutions of approximately 50 cases related to the subsidy scam. The majority of these cases involved companies and individuals who had fraudulently received subsidy revenue. Investigations and trials had not produced any convictions by year’s end.

On February 24, the EFCC instituted criminal charges against former governor of Bayelsa State Timipre Sylva for laundering close to five billion naira ($32 million) of funds belonging to Bayelsa State. The court adjourned the trial until January 2013.

On March 21, the EFCC arrested Ondo State Oil Producing Communities Development Commission Chair Debo Ajimuda over an alleged 61.4 billion naira fraud ($393 million). On March 29, the EFCC arraigned six suspects for allegedly defrauding the Police Pension Fund of 32.8 billion naira ($210 million). Included among the six was Atiku Abubakar Kigo, who served as director of the Police Pension Office before becoming permanent secretary in the Ministry of the Niger Delta. Justice Lawal H. Gumi of the FCT High Court ordered all bank accounts associated with the suspects frozen pending resolution of the case. On May 16, suspect Esai Dangabar filed an appeal of Justice Guma’s asset freezing order, but a three-judge panel of the Abuja Court of Appeal upheld the order. On December 17, police arrested Dangabar for interfering with properties the court ordered him to forfeit to the government in relation to the case.
In June allegations and a video surfaced, allegedly showing Lawan accepting a 94.2 million naira ($605,000) bribe from entrepreneur Femi Otedola, who had advised Lawan on the investigation but whose company had not received fuel subsidy payments. After Lawan solicited the bribe from Otedola, the latter approached the SSS to record the handoff as part of a “sting” operation. The attorney general referred the case to the police for further investigation. The allegations initially overshadowed the committee’s findings, but the EFCC continued with investigations at year’s end.

In May 2011 the EFCC arrested former minister of works and housing Hassan Lawal for 24 counts of fraudulently awarding contracts, money laundering, and embezzlement of 75 billion naira ($480 million). The case continued throughout the year, but the court adjourned the trial until February 2013.

In June 2011the EFCC arrested Dimeji Bankole, former speaker of the House of Representatives, and Deputy Speaker Usman Nafada for the alleged misappropriation of one billion naira ($6.4 million) and 40 billion naira ($256 million) respectively. The case continued throughout the year, but the court adjourned the trial until January 2013.

In October 2011 the EFCC arrested four former governors who vacated office earlier in the year, including former Ogun governor Otunba Gbenga Daniel, former Oyo governor Chief Adebayo Alao - Akala, former Nasarawa governor Alhaji Aliyu Akwe Doma, and former Gombe governor Muhammed Danjuma Goje. The four allegedly misappropriated or stole 58 billion naira ($372 million), 25 billion naira ($160 million), 18 billion naira ($115 million), and 12.8 billion naira ($82 million), respectively. Their trials began in December 2011 and continued at year’s end.

On February 27, former Delta State governor James Ibori pled guilty to charges in the Southwark Crown Court in London to charges of money laundering and other financial crimes totalling 12.4 billion naira ($79 million) he had committed during his eight years in office. On April 17, the court sentenced Ibori to 13 years in prison. Soon after the court announced Ibori’s conviction, the EFCC issued a statement it intended to pursue a case against Ibori in Nigerian courts.

The FOIA, signed into law in May 2011, allows any person to request information from a government office. The office must grant access to the information, explain why access was denied within seven days of receiving the request, or transfer the request to the appropriate office within three days. The FOIA makes it the responsibility of all public offices to keep records and provides immunity for public officers against any form of civil or criminal proceeding for “disclosure in good faith of any information” pursuant to the FOIA.

The act provides a 30-day window within which anyone denied access by any public institution can bring the matter to court for a judicial review. The act includes a fine of 500,000 naira ($3,200) for any institution or public officer who wrongfully denies access to information or records. Destruction of records is a felony punishable by a minimum penalty of one year’s imprisonment under the act.

Civil society groups continued to introduce an increasing number of cases at the national and state level to test the FOIA during the year. Despite the number of cases introduced, there was only one reported successful prosecution during the year.

On March 1, in response to one such FOIA case, a federal high court ordered the EFCC to disclose its sources of information regarding allegations it had made against former president of the Committee for the Defense of Human Rights Olasupo Ojo. Specifically, the EFCC, then under the leadership of Farida Waziri, had accused Ojo, a vocal critic of Waziri, of compromising himself and the committee by collecting 52 million naira ($337,000) from persons under investigation by the EFCC. The EFCC had not complied with the order by year’s end. 

The Rivers State Governor, Chibuike Amaechi, came down heavily on the Goodluck Jonathan administration, alleging that it has institutionalised corruption in Nigeria.

Mr. Amaechi also warned that there would be anarchy if the 2015 general elections were not free, fair and credible because Nigerians had made up their mind to embrace change.

In a lecture he delivered at the 2nd Peoples Media Limited Conference in Abuja, the governor lamented that rather than fighting corruption, the Jonathan administration punished those who do.

The lecture titled, The Metaphor of Change and the Politics of 2015, was delivered on behalf of Mr. Amaechi by the Rivers State Information Commissioner, Ibim Semenitari, who said the governor was attending the National Summit of the All Progressives Congress, APC, which also held in Abuja.

The governor, who assessed the various regimes in the country from that of Tafawa Balewa in the First Republic to the current one, said corruption was not a repository of the military alone, stating that the politicians were also experts at it.

He singled out the administration of former President Olusegun Obasanjo for institutionalizing the fight against corruption for the first time in the history of Nigeria through the creation of a state agency, Economic and Financial Crimes Corruption, EFCC.

The governor, however, said the degree of progress that was made might be open for debate especially as it was alleged that Mr. Obasanjo used the same agency to go after his political opponents.

"The progress made in fighting corruption began to erode under President (Umaru) Yar'Adua. His short-lived regime cannot be assessed in this wise. Currently in the present regime of President Goodluck Jonathan corruption appears to have been institutionalised." Mr. Amaechi said. "A whopping sum of $20 billion (N3.2 trillion) is alleged to be missing. The stories of both fuel and kerosene subsidy are nothing to behold; it reeks of corruption and rottenness. The aviation bullet-proof saga remains unresolved. The Shell-Malabu story is a macabre dance. The response of the regime to corruption is to imprison those exposing corruption."

The governor stated that the suspension of the Governor of the Central Bank of Nigeria, Lamido Sanusi, was unconstitutional. "Constitution means nothing to the current government," he said. "What we see is the re-emergence of civilian dictatorship."

Mr. Amaechi noted that statistics emanating from both the World Bank and National Bureau of Statistics, NBS, indicated that unemployment rate was now 23 per cent in Nigeria, adding that it was far lower before the enthronement of the government of Mr. Jonathan.

He added, "Unemployment rate averaged at 14.6 per cent, reaching an all-time high of 23.9 per cent in 2011. It had an all-time high record low of 5.3 per cent in 2006. Nigerians live in want, hunger and penury. Unemployment and poverty may differ in regions to varying degrees, but it knows no faith or religion, knows no tribe or nation.

It brews violence and has led to the annihilation of families in the North East and South-south of Nigeria. Death on the streets of Borno, Yobe, Adamawa, Kano, and Bauchi are no longer lessons for discussions; they are a daily occurrence."

He noted that the current violence in the country had overwhelmed the government. "Kidnapping is an everyday affair in the Niger Delta. It becomes strange, any day it does not occur. Political assassination is also on the rise. Violence is the order of the day," the governor pointed out.

A former Majority Leader in the Osun state House of Assembly, Wahab Toye, has described the suspension of the Governor of Central Bank of Nigeria, Lamido Sanusi, as an affirmation of corruption in the country.

Mr. Toye, an Abuja-based lawyer, said this while speaking to journalists in Ibadan on Saturday.

“The suspension of Mallam Sanusi as CBN governor is an affirmation of corrupt practices in government by the president himself, and it is quite unfortunate for a Nigerian state we find ourselves now. “I may say that the action is not only a de facto, but a de jure approval of corrupt practices in governance, endorsed by the president. It is an endorsement of corrupt practices among public office holders under this regime,” he said.

The CBN governor was suspended by President Goodluck Jonathan last Thursday for alleged mismanagement of funds and abuse of office. There is, however, a school of thought that says Mr. Sanusi is being witch hunted for exposing the alleged massive fraud going in the Nigerian National Petroleum Corporation, NNPC.

While assessing the development which has generated huge controversies across the land, the ex-lawmaker noted that if Nigeria were like the developed countries, the Minister of Petroleum Resources, Diezani Alison- Madueke, should be the one to have been suspended due to the huge corruption going on in the sector under her watch.

He cited the example of the United States of America where Mr. Sanusi’s office is named ‘Chairman of Treasury’, noting that no government jokes with economic concerns raised by the occupant of the office.

“In the USA, when the Treasury speaks, he talks about the language of the economy and they take him serious. This man (Sanusi) said certain time that about $50b was missing from the NNPC treasury.

“When the Petroleum Minister’s spokesperson was answering the question, he said CBN could not be behaving like an auditing firm. At a time, they said the money was $20b. People were dragging it; talking seriously. The Ministry of Petroleum could not defend themselves on that. After a while, the NNPC refunded $7.6b. This is a huge amount when converted to naira,” he said.

Mr. Toye added that he would have expected the Presidency or the National Assembly to assemble financial experts to investigate the claims and come up with a report that states the truth about the whole scenario.

“For Sanusi to have been talking like that, it means that he has documents on his side to back up his claim. He was helping the nation to start a cleansing exercise, but they did not want him to do that.

“The answer to Sanusi’s exposition is not in suspending him because he was assisting the nation. But let me be frank with you, that is just a fractional problem. Corruption has gone into many facets of the nation’s psyche; be it economy, education and the rest.

“Leadership determines the type of governance you have. If certain part of the alleged $49b could later be remitted, it means that if Sanusi had not raised the dust, the whole money would have gone like that. This is unfortunate and it calls for deep worry.
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CHAPTER FIVE

5.0 
SUMMARY, CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATION
5.1
Summary

Bribery and Corruption in Nigeria is institutional problems, and to address the problem an institutional approach is needed. To curb and eventually eradicate corruption among children, youth and adults, who must be given the power to distinguish right from wrong?  All institutional sectors (education, civil servant, government parastrastal) should return to the teaching of moral education to empower children with the spirit of stewardship, while adults live exemplary lives, reflecting truth, kindness, dignity of labour, and integrity. In order to prevent corruption from happening at all, Nigerian should emphasis transparency, integrity, and accountability in all their private and public transaction. There Achanism Model is named for Achan who appears in the Old Testament of the Bible. Achan in the scripture was avaricious (Joshua 7). He was caught and his entire family was severely dealt with. His children, who might have expected to inherit the proceeds of his illegal act, were not allowed to do so. The solution is as follows: Social Transformation. Rransformation in education of the public is a necessary factor in social transformation. There is need for formation and reformation, orientation and re-orientation of the minds and heart of Nigerians, for them to see that corruption is the enemy of development. 

Enforcement of Anti-Corruption Law: - The law should be enforced to its fullest and without fear and favour.  
Improvement of Socio-political and Economic Life: - This is another weapon against corruption in Nigeria. The multiplying effects of this improvement will reduce the tendency of public servants to demand and take bribes and get involved in other corrupt practices.
5.2
Conclusion

Democracy provides the foundation upon which a prosperous society can be built. If the foundation is crisis-ridden, the entire superstructure is bound to collapse and this will undermine growth. Studies have shown that developed economic institutions, including the rule of law, cordial co​existence among tiers of government, protection of property, checks against corruption, democratic accountability and peaceful political transition positively enhance improved economic performance and prosperity and where this is not present, the reverse is the case. In spite of attempts to check rampant corruption in public office, efforts are surreptitiously being made by some vested interests to thwart such efforts. In essence, what should be the best way of eradicating the menace of corruption so as to have a sustainable democracy in Nigeria?

When corruption becomes systematically institutional, fighting it must go beyond implementing liberal economic policies, enacting better laws, reducing the number and complexity of regulations and providing more training, helpful though these steps may be. Fighting systematic corruption require administering a shock to disturb a corrupt equilibrium. It might include such steps as the following: formation of a national coordinating body thai is responsible for devising and following up on a strategy against corruption, along with a citizen's oversight board; identification of a few key agencies or areas on which the anti-corruption effort might focus its efforts, in the hope of achieving some momentum-building successes. A capacity building strategy within key ministries that takes the problems of incentives (including incentive reforms and information seriously; and identification of a few major offenders whose cases will be prosecuted).

Combating corruption should focus on the reform of systems. It requires an economic approach, coupled with great political sensitivity. Corruption is a symptom of fundamental economic, political and institutional causes. Addressing corruption effectively means tackling these underlying causes. The major emphasis must be put on prevention-thai is, on reforming economic policies, institutions and incentives. Efforts to improve enforcement of anti-corruption legislation using the police, ethnic offices, or special watch dog agencies within government will not bear fruit otherwise.
Also corruption is a human behaviour which stands opposed to what is right or what ought to be. We have looked at its nature and characteristics, considered it from both Biblical and ethical perspectives where we reached the following resolutions: that the Old Testament did not fully uphold its stand against corruption; that the New Testament fully stands against corrupt practices; and that corruption is opposed to uprightness, virtue and steadfastness and is therefore ethically condemnable. However, in doing all this, an ample room was allowed for a proper philosophical assessment of each position we came across, as a way of reaching a balanced resolution

Thus, the following are only some of the major economic policy changes that will unambiguously reduce opportunities for corruption: lowering tariffs and other barriers to international trade:- unifying market- determined exchange rates and interest rates; eliminating enterprise subsidies; minimizing regulations, licensing requirements, and other barriers to entry for new firms and investors; demonopolizing and privatizing government assets; and transparently enforcing prudential banking regulations and auditing and accounting standards. The reform of government institutions may include civil service reform; improved budgeting, financial management and tax administration and strengthened legal and judicial systems. Such reforms should involve changing government structures and procedures; placing greater focus on internal and external checks and balances. As a complement to these broader reforms, the careful and transparent implementation of enforcement measures, such as prosecuting some prominent corrupt figures, can also have an impact.

5.3
Recommendation

The anti-corruption war in Nigeria and particularly EFCC as an institution responsible for fighting the war, have to be align with the current realities, because public morals may loosen, and the battle against corruption may well be lost if Nigeria’s anti-corruption war is continue to be affected by controversies which are political in nature and EFCC continue to stick to its current style of prosecuting it mission- The situation where EFCC slammed 120 count charges on a person accused of being corrupt while in public office, and none of the charges can be established, should be replace with an approach that is multifaceted, multidisciplinary and knowledge-driven; an approach that would assist all institutions of government in re-establishing norms and standards of governance, assists the public, NGOs and even the legislature in monitoring of compliance with the standards; help in restoring social order especially in politics; and promotes advocacies and capacity building among genuine whistleblowers, in short, Nigeria’s anti-corruption war should not only be limited to arrests, arraignment of accused in courts of law and unnecessary controversies. EFCC should explore the inter-nations technical co-operation on corruption, to develop mechanism that would help Nigeria have a system that discourages outright stealing of public fund, and develop an anti-corruption war that relied on forensic evidence, well-trained personnel and free of unnecessary controversies. EFFC should, this time-around, effectively utilize the provisions in the National Assembly Act 2004, establishing it. For instance, Part III, section 12, subsection 1(c) and subsection (2), which provided for establishment of Research Unit; and any committee to assist the commission, are good avenues for the commission to explore to bring itself at par with Nigerians expectations. 
However, the best weapon the new helmsman of EFFC have, is, adherence to rule of law, because with the current uncompromising stand on adherence to Rule of Law, by President Yar’Adua, any disregard of Rule of Law will not only send one to kuru, it may send one to Kirikiri.
Hope is very essential, in life we will surely continue to live in hope, even when we die in despair. Barrack Obama talks of the audacity of hope so it will not be out of place to say that there is hope of finding a way out of corruption for Nigeria; the rebranding project therefore, becomes critical. Here we want to acknowledge that corruption is a vice and to purge a vice, virtue is needed. Since moral depravity is what engenders corrupt practices, it follows therefore, that an elevated moral life will quell participation in corruption. A morally sanitized individual will be less vulnerable to the courtship of corrupt companies. Also, a man of virtue as Socrates, Plato and Aristotle believe is a man of the mean (Aristotle, 410). This means that extreme qualities as greed, covetousness and avarice will not be part of his nature. In this manner he is less likely to be troubled or worried by his lack of abundance. He is most likely to be content with what ever he has.
The virtues of hard work, dignity, integrity and honour should also be taught both at school and at religious gatherings. And the nation should ban all forms of recognition, award, and titles for men with questionable integrity. When all these are implemented and a veritable way of honouring people with outstanding achievements that are ethically sound put in place; this orientation and culture of corruption will die a natural death, as no one will want to be a social outcast. So there is hope and there will continue to be hope. It was Napoleon Hill in his forerunning book Think and Grow Rich who opined that people tend to shrink from crime on their first contact with it. But that through the passage of time, as it sticks with them, they end up embracing it and living by it (169). 
Similarly, Nigeria has acquired many negative values which have come to replace the good ones effectively overtime. To this day, most socio-cultural, political and economic evil originating from Africa bear Nigeria Trade Mark.

Some of these negative values include ritual killing. Many now engage in all sorts of rituals, with human body parts, blood etc., to acquire wealth. Others engage in all sorts of shoddy, obscene and occult practices for the same reason. 

Ochulor declares that “To many Nigerians, the only thing that matter is money or wealth; any how you get it is no body’s business” (320). Also, many have taken vocation in dirty and inhumane activities like prostitution, armed robbery, hired assassination and justice perversion. Many prostitutes and judges have been known to defend what they do on the ground that it was where they make their living. And many of them indeed end up acquiring enormous wealth and big connections. These need to be portrayed in a negative light so as to deter culprits.

Furthermore, the values of adulteration, faking goods, substandard products and even piracy are currently, giving means of livelihood to no fewer than 30 million Nigerians. This results on daily basis to many Nigerians developing deadly diseases as cancer, liver and kidney problems from the consumption of these products and fake drugs. We may not have a source for our claim here but when we calculate the billions of naira worth of fake, substandard, pirated and adulterated products which NAFDAC and the copyright commission destroy every now and then in many markets, locations and sites across the nation and add it up to over ten times the number of those that are either not discovered or offered bribes to officials, then we know that 30 million might be a low figure after all.

Again, we cannot forget that practices such as favouritism, nepotism, blackmail, bribery, contract scams, fraud, looting, rigging, embezzlement, forgery, impersonation etc., are also some other vices which have taken root of acceptance in Nigeria. In order therefore that we may get rid of corruption which is the mother of them all we must have to purge them away by finding ways of replacing them with positive values.

In the last section, we have established that corruption is a vice and that to stop a vice, virtue is needed. From this premise, we want to find out those moral virtues that are currently lacking within the Nigerian system and discover a way of injecting them back into the system with a view to purging the country of corrupt practices.

In the first place Ochulor advocates some values which this chapter believes will be very helpful especially in changing the intrinsic qualities and behavioural patterns of Nigerians so as to enable them give up the Machiavellian philosophy of wealth acquisition. He defends this thesis by saying; “… in the face of the corrupt nature of the Nigerian society, there is still the possibility of acquiring morally upright wealth in Nigeria (326). He went ahead to name the formula as follows; self knowledge: here one undergoes a critical examination of his life in order to give it focus and direction. Developing the mind here, one seeks to develop the positive powers of his mind which is the engine room of human development. Others include specialization and education which give one an edge and qualification. Also, being at alert to notice opportunities when they come; being diligent and persistence, knowing of course that nothing good comes easy; and finally, imbibing to the full, the noble qualities of self discipline, positive attitude and good communication skill.

Also, we know of course that Nigerians currently do not see morality as having any space within the socio-political and economic life-wire of the nation.  Ochulor testifies to this when he said this about corruption, “it has affected many Nigerians so adversely that they now think of morality as a concept that cannot be found in business, politics, religion and socio-cultural relationships (318). Therefore, we want to maintain that morality should be restored to its rightful place within the nation’s life system, through campaigns, speeches and programmes. The government should encourage non-governmental organizations to spring up and re-culture Nigerians in this area.  Also, we know that Nigerians currently see politics as a way of making quick money from the government treasury. Iwara and Effiong in their Essay, “Corruption and National Development in Nigeria: the Way Forward”, gave an almost endless list of political office holders involved in different lootings, embezzlements and scam (165). Thus, we have to make politics less glamorous in order to curtail this. 
Secondly, programmes should be developed aimed at making Nigerians patriotic at all level – this will make Nigerians put the nation first in everything they do. Thirdly, Nigerians should be taught the virtue of altruism from childhood. This will drastically reduce self-centeredness that encourages individual participation in corrupt acts. Fourthly, a broad-based re-orientation should be carried out to sensitize Nigerians on the danger, the short term and the long term negative impacts of corruption both in the life of the country, the individual and the posterity at large. Fifthly, there is a need for a public motivated revolution aimed at dismantling the stronghold and every citadel of corruption in Nigeria such that took place in China, France, Cuba to mention just a few. Sixthly, radical changes or what Kuhn calls paradigm shift (Kuhn, 13 – 22) should be encouraged and enforced in all the sectors of the nation’s life. This will demolish all the ugly cultures and practices wherever they thrive and introduce a breath of fresh air in all our systems. The seventh and the eightieth virtues to be considered here are reform-based. Serious reforms are to be made in the education, judicial and the economic sectors. This will target at bringing an end to favouritism, nepotism, bribery, sell of sub-standard and fake goods, indiscriminate escalation of prices of goods, etc., in doing this, stringent legislative measures should be put in place with appropriate ways of implementation to check any arbitrariness and Lopsidedness. Finally and most importantly, there should be renewed interest and emphases for culture re-call. The lost African values which got eroded in the wake of western modernization should be brought back and instilled in Nigerians so that in their dealings and interactions they will never get wind of the idea of morality. This will be a strong back-bone for the nation as it seeks recovery from the dearth of corruption.
Therefore, in injecting these virtues into the Nigeria system, it is hoped that this vice, corruption, will be stamped out of the nation or at least ameliorated. For where there is no corruption, there, justice thrives. Justice in the society as Plato advocates may yet return to Nigeria when the individual, the family and different strata of the Nigerian society play their parts in cultural re-orientation and rebranding programmes as promoted by the ministry of information and public orientation in Nigeria.
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