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Abstract 

This article compares democracy in Nigeria and Russia. Although universal democracy is often 
associated with Western liberal values such as egalitarianism, secularism, equality and free 
markets, individual countries of the world has ‘domesticated’ democracy to ‘suit’ their values 
and local contents. Thus, this paper contends that while Nigeria and Russia manifest some 
outward paraphernalia of democracy such as constitutionalism and periodic elections; several 
core elements of democracy are missing in both. The paper concludes that while democracy is an 
antithesis in Nigeria; it is an oxymoron in Russia. 
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Introduction and Conceptual Discourse 
Structurally, this article is in three parts: an introduction and conceptual discourse, which 
attempts a brief discourse of democracy followed by the comparison of the brands of democracy 
practised by both countries, followed by a conclusion.  
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Russia and Nigeria had striking different experiences with regard to status, power, influence and 
size in the early stages of their histories, and while the former was an extensive empire and 
imperial power (1721-1917) that built the third largest empire in history with a population of 
125.6 million in 1897;1 the latter was a colony subjected to a ‘99 year lease’ to Britain2 and was 
never an empire in the sense of Russia, though the Oyo and Benin Empires flourished luxuriantly 
within (and beyond) its borders.  
 
Democracy is relatively young in Nigeria and Russia – just about two and a half decades while 
both are not strangers to autocratic and repressive governments. Under its tsars, Russia was an 
absolute and autocratic state wherein democracy was foreign.3 Also, when the Romanov dynasty 
was thrown off the throne following the 1917 Revolution, Russia transmuted from tsarist 
autocracy to communist totalitarianism particularly under Josef Stalin, described Kaul as “a man 
who respected no rules or ethics”.4 As a United States’ classified document (released to the 
public in February 1994) pointed out, throughout Soviet history, political activities were illegal 
and impermissible and anyone who engaged in them took “a significant risk” as it almost always 
resulted in very “harsh treatment...including immediate arrest...loss of pay or jobs, longer prison 
term, forced labor or confinement in mental institutions”.5 Ironically, the two Russian leaders 
who attempted some forms of liberalisation and freedom got consumed in the process: Tsar 
Alexander II was killed in the streets of St. Petersburg on 13 March 1881 by a bomb thrown by 
a member of the radical People’s Will6 on the very day he signed a proclamation (the so-called 
Loris-Melikov constitution) that would have created two legislative commissions made up of 
indirectly elected representatives while Gorbachev’s ‘glasnost’ and ‘perestroika’ consumed his 
presidency and the Soviet Union. The tragic fate of these two reformers is the thesis of Lipman’s 
study.7 Ulyanov Aleksandr, Vladimir Lenin’s elder brother, was one of the six executed for the 
assassination of Tsar Alexander. Although, he was not one of those designated to throw the bomb at the 
Tsar, he manufactured the nitroglycerine used in making it. Ulyanov who carried out his own defence and 
refused to ask for imperial clemency said tsarist autocracy was responsible for their action. In his final 
address to the court, he said  
 
 

Among the Russian people there will always be found many people who are so devoted to 
their ideas and who feel so bitterly the unhappiness of their country that it will not be a 
sacrifice for them to offer their lives...my purpose was to aid in the liberation of the 
unhappy Russian people. Under a system which permits no freedom of expression and 
crushes every attempt to work for their welfare and enlightenment by legal means, the 
only instrument that remains is terror. We cannot fight this regime in open battle, because 
it is too firmly entrenched and commands enormous powers of repression. Therefore, any 
individual sensitive to injustice must resort to terror. Terror is our answer to the violence 
of the state. It is the only way to force a despotic regime to grant political freedom to the 
people... there is no death more honourable than death for the common good8 
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The Russia Federation attained its current democratic status only after the collapse of the Soviet 
Union in December 1991. On the other hand, of its approximately six decades of statehood, 
Nigeria has had democratically elected governments for about two and a half decades while 
military dictatorship account for the remainder, climaxing with General Sanni Abacha’s reign of 
terror, which, to a limited extent, qualifies as Nigeria’s equivalent of Stalin’s reign of terror. 
However, following Abacha’s death in 1998, and the General Abdulsalam Abubakar’s stint, the 
democratic process was restored in May 1999.9      
 
Democracy is an omnibus concept that has been subjected to all shades of meanings, 
cataloguing, interpretations and application. Today, there is probably no concept that is subjected 
to antagonistic interpretations and contradictory practises as the concept of democracy. One 
reason for this pervasive contradiction is that democracy is the least objectionable form of 
government. Consequently, from the extreme left to the extreme right, states always lay bogus 
and questionable claim to democracy.  Indeed, even military regimes, with records of pervasive 
violations of human rights and other anti democratic tendencies, sometimes lay claim to 
democracy.10  This is what Ekeh refers to as democratism, which, according to him, is the brand 
of rule that makes use of ‘false principles of the institutions of democracy’ while at the same 
time creating anti-democratic conditions.11 This obviously informed Crick’s description of 
democracy as the most promiscuous word in the world of public affairs12 or what Tocqueville 
calls ‘democratic despotism’.13 Indeed, democracy is in the catalogue of Gallie’s ‘essentially 
contested concepts’.14  
 
Any meaningful attempt at understanding democracy must proceed from its ancient definition as 
peoples’ rule. The Greek words demos and kratia mean ‘people’ and ‘rule’ or ‘authority’ 
respectively. Thus, democracy refers to ‘rule by the people’. This began in the first half of the 
5th century B.C. among the Greeks, thus beginning with what Dahl calls the transformation from 
rule by few to rule by many.15 During the French Revolution (1789-1799), the French lawyer 
and political leader, Maximilien Robespierre (1758-1794), defined democracy as a “state in 
which the people, as sovereign, guided by laws of its own making, does for itself all that it can 
do well”.16 Abraham Lincoln authored what has since become the most famous definition of 
democracy. In an Address delivered at the dedication of the Soldiers’ National Cemetery on 19 
November 1863 in Gettysburg, Pennsylvania, Lincoln asserted that ‘all men are created equal’ 
and defined people-centred as ‘government of the people, by the people, for the people’.17 The 
most important attraction of this definition is that it stresses the principle of equality (since all 
men are supposedly equal) and makes the people the subject and object of governance or what a 
scholar terms ‘the raison d’être of governance’.18  Thus, going by Laski’s definition of equality 
as the absence of special privilege;19 a democratic state is often said to be one wherein the 
citizens have equal access to justice, job, power, privilege, etc. Indeed, Gamble describes a 
democratic state as a ‘republic of equals’.20 This is because democracy implies that there should 
be a substantial degree of equality among people both in the sense that all the adult members of a 
society ought to have, so far as is possible, equal influence on those decisions which affect their 
lives.  
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According to Robert Darl, in every democratic state, the citizens are ‘political equals’.21 This is 
because, as Bottomore has pointed out, all human beings are remarkably alike in some 
fundamental respects – they have similar physical, emotional and intellectual needs.22 In 1646, in 
an article entitled ‘An Arrow Against All Tyrants’, Richard Overton (a puritan) wrote “For by 
nature, all men are equal...even so we are to live everyone equally”.23 Indeed, in virtually all his 
major works, Alexis de Tocqueville insisted that history (the story of humankind) is synonymous 
with equality.24  
 
However, as fascinating as the concept of equality is, there exists a wide gulf between its theory 
and practice, and indeed between the theory and practise of democracy itself. There is hardly 
anywhere in the world where democracy is a republic of equals, apparently because “through 
occupation or wealth, some citizens are more able than others to influence political decisions”25 
From the Greek City States to the emergence of modern state, the concept of egalitarianism had 
been consistently negated. In the often eulogised Greek City States, which Palma referred to as 
the ‘birthplace of democracy’,26 every inhabitant supposedly had a direct say on issues which 
directly affected the state. It must be pointed out however that in practice, Greek democracy was 
an exclusive one because a large part of the adult population was denied full citizenship i.e. the 
right to participate in politics whether by attending the meetings of the Sovereign Assembly27 or 
by serving in public offices – for instance, women were denied the right of full citizenship so 
were longterm resident aliens (metics) and the enslaved. Indeed, the enslaved were no more than 
the property of their owners totally bereft of legal rights.28 Thus, only the non-enslaved were 
allowed to vote yet by 430 BC, nearly half of the total population of Athens were enslaved.29 
Furthermore, Jean Jacque Rousseau (1712-1778), the Enlightenment French social and political 
theorist and one of the first thinkers to question absolutism in Europe, limited his notion of 
democracy to property owners while John Stuart Mill (1806-1873), the British philosopher-
economist, opined that only the propertied class should be enfranchised.30 Moreover, the 
emergence of modern state meant some loss of rights by individuals since the state possesses the 
coercive machinery to compel its members to carry out certain tasks. Thus, the reality is that in 
most modern states, while the citizens may be free to express their views, they are made to live 
under the conditions prescribed by their states (leaders). Although, while democracy is not 
synonymous with diktat; the above consideration may have informed the submission that 
democracy can never represent the rule of the majority, because, more often than not, the people 
merely accept the dictates of the minority – the leaders.31  
 
In sum, in every human society and organisation, there are bound to be inequalities in status, 
influence, contributions and rewards. Indeed, inequality is the bottom line of the Circulation of 
Elite Theory as postulated by its leading apostle, Vilfredo Pareto ((1848-1923)), the Italian 
sociologist and economist. By definition, elites are a group which influences power and re-
defines the norms of society. They have pre-eminence over other members of the society by 
various acts of deference.32 The deference and influence of the elite on the other members of the 
society may have informed Pareto’s conclusion that “history is a graveyard of aristocracies”.33  
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This calls to question the entire content and context of the egalitarianism vaunted by liberal 
democracy: more often than not, the concept of equality espoused by democracy is theoretical, 
hence, its dismissal by Letwin as the ‘leading fetish of our time’.34 Even in a leading democracy 
like Britain, as Andrew Harding has pointed out, most people only engage in democracy when 
they vote in general elections every four to five years. While admitting that to an extent, voices 
are lost or misplaced, Andrew argued that “more often than not, they are simply not heard”.35 In 
his penetrating study of American political system, Lees asserted that ‘elitist and inegalitarian 
traits have always existed in American society”.36 Indeed, Patterson has pointed out that despite 
the lofty claim that all people are created equal, equality has never been ‘American birthright’. 
He cited the 1882 ban which made it impossible for the Chinese to immigrate into the United 
States as well as other sundry discriminations against the Chinese and other Asians which were 
not ended until 1965. He opined that these discriminations were premised on the assumption that 
the Chinese were an inferior people.37 Also, the Rosa Parks incident of 1955 in Montgomery, 
Alabama is well known.38 However, despite all the odds, it must be conceded, as Lees has rightly 
opined, politicians in the United States have always recognised the importance of the common 
person with a strong commitment to liberty.39  From our analysis so far, it appears that while 
government may be for all, it cannot be by all. As Julius Nyerere once averred, in every form of 
government, as far as the masses are concerned, power is something wielded by others – even if 
on their behalf.40 Nyerere’s view aligns with that of Anderson who defines politics simply as 
‘making choices on behalf of other people’.41 Today, government by all is neither possible nor 
practicable because, as Bealey has pointed out, with vast numbers of people in the modern nation 
state, direct participation in decision making by all is impossible.42 Ironically, democracy 
flourishes when and where citizens enjoy basic freedoms, have a voice in how they are governed 
and understand the workings of their governmental system. If the principle of representative 
democracy is worthwhile and workable in other climes; its practise in Nigeria and Russia is 
faulty and fraudulent. In Nigeria, no one represents or protects the interests of others: 
individuals, whether in the cabinet or parliament, can hardly be described as representatives of 
the people. Indeed, as Suberu has pointed out, a fundamental feature of democracy in 
contemporary Nigeria is the deep and profound distrust of Nigerians for their elected 
representatives.43 This is not surprising given the endless abortion and frustration of the 
aspirations and hopes of the people by successive Nigerian governments. On the other hand, for 
close to two decades, Russia has practiced monocracy – rule by an individual. This assertion will 
be substantiated as we move forward.   
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Nigerian and Russian Democracy: Some Convergences and Divergences 
Democracy is the least objectionable and questionable form of government because it 
presupposes that authority emanates from and resides with the people. Thus, enfranchised and 
eligible citizens of a democratic state possess the power of the ballot through which they 
participate in the sel(election) of their representatives. Indeed, this is about the only or 
commonest privilege majorities of citizens of democratic states all over the world enjoy in their 
quest to participate in governance.  
 
This means that competitive, free and fair elections are the sine qua non of democracy because 
they are a regular and a direct means of citizens’ ability to influence the choice and emergence of 
the occupiers of the structural frame. Unfortunately however, despite their enormous financial 
and personnel implications,44 elections in Nigeria and Russia can hardly pass the most 
rudimentary credibility test. Nigerian elections can hardly be described as elections as they are 
characterised by all sorts of malpractises and fraud. It is indeed instructive to note that 
controversies arising from widespread electoral fraud and malpractises had assailed Nigerian 
democracy virtually all through its entire post-colonial political history. It would be recalled that 
the military intervened in the democratic process on 15 January 1966 following an acrimonious 
election in the defunct Western Region. Again, the military sacked the Aliyu Shagari-led civilian 
administration on 31 December 1983 following pervasive post-election violence in several parts 
of the country. Also, the military-civilian administration of General Ibrahim Babangida collapsed 
following the annulment of the 12 June 1993 presidential election presumably won by the late 
Moshood Abiola, a Muslim Yoruba. From the above, it is evident that Nigeria has a long history 
of failed electoral processes although since the commencement of the current democratic 
dispensation in 1999, five general elections had been successfully held. For all intents and 
purposes, Russian elections since year 2000 have been mere rehearsals and platitudes. There are 
excellent studies on the nature and pattern of elections in Russia, and a cursory glance at major 
newspapers and magazines around the world would confirm this assertion. For example, 
Treisman’s study, particularly the section titled ‘Manipulation and Fraud’ provides insight into 
the questionable and fraudulent nature of elections in Russia.45 Indeed, many Russians dismissed 
the 2012 presidential election as “a disgrace [and] not an election”.46 
 
One major divergence between Nigerian and Russian democracy is regime change – while there 
have been regime change in the former; what exists in the latter is what Kathy and Will referred 
to as ‘power vertical’47 – exercise of power by a single person or what we prefer to call 
monocracy. Between 1999 and 2015, five general elections (which produced four presidents) 
were held in Nigeria. Indeed, the ruling All Progressive Congress defeated the People’s 
Democratic Party of the immediate former president leading to the emergence of Mohammadu 
Buhari as president. Thus, like in other climes, Nigerian elections may not be foolproof; they are 
held periodically with the holders of the structural frame emerging there from.  
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Conversely, since the emergence of Vladimir Putin on the Russian political scene, elections have 
not been more than ‘yes voice’ to validate tenure elongation or continuity. As Harding rightly 
pointed out, elections in Russia are mere rituals which mimic and ‘imitate democracy’, but lack 
crucial elements of democracy.48 According to Harding, the 2012 presidential election was  
 
 

Vladimir Putin’s Brezhnev moment...when he ceased simply being an elected 
leader and segued towards a lifetime presidency. Having neatly sidestepped the 
rules by doing a stint as prime minister (no Russian leader can serve more than two 
consecutive presidential terms) Putin can now go on and on. Brezhnev did 18 years, 
Stalin 31...who would bet against Vladimir matching Leonid?49 
 
 

It would be recalled that after two four-year terms as president (2000-2008), term limitations 
prevented Putin from running again so he picked Dmitry Medvedev to replace him. Medvedev 
made Putin prime minister but Putin remained ‘the power behind the throne’. In December 2008, 
Putin secured amendments to the constitution: terms of office for the president and the Duma 
were extended to six and five years respectively. Putin has remained in office since thus creating 
what has been described as “the Putin forever model”50 because, “most ordinary Russians 
consider any [election] outcome other than Mr Putin’s victory unthinkable”.51 This has created 
“apathy among some Russians and a softening of enthusiasm for the ruling elite”.52 Among 
others, this has led to low turnout at elections. For example, voters’ turnout in the 2016 
parliamentary elections “was the lowest in Russia’s modern history”53 with only 28 percent of 
eligible voters making an appearance at polling stations in Moscow.54 Indeed, a Russian 
compared voting to “urinating in a blocked toilet”.55 Thus, as Kathrin pointed out “18 years after 
Vladimir Putin first became president; attitudes towards election range from disinterest to 
cynicism...Kremlin’s consultants find it challenging to keep up even the semblance of a 
competitive race”.56 This has earned Putin the title of ‘vozhd’ (maximum leader) in some 
quarters.  
 
There is no doubt that democracy has brought untold succour or what Ronald terms ‘political 
goods’57 to humanity particularly in the Western world. Conversely, democracy has brought 
more pain than gain to ordinary Nigerians. Apparently, as pointed out earlier, it is absolutely 
impossible for all citizens of a state to practically participate in governance. However, the 
governed expect the government to fulfil certain basic obligations ranging from provision of 
security, power supply, potable water, good road network, functional health facilities, and viable 
educational system to provision of employment opportunities and payment of wages: Nigerian 
democracy has failed in virtually all.  
 
 
 
 
 

88 
 

Africology: The Journal of Pan African Studies, vol.11, no.5, April 2018 



Indeed, it appears that the older Nigerian democracy grows; the more it fails in the discharge of 
its social contract and constitutional responsibilities: there is no semblance of security for the 
lives and properties of Nigerians;58 power supply is almost exactly nil;59 potable water is a 
rarity;60 Nigerians die in large numbers in road fatalities owing to extremely bad roads;61 health 
facilities are in shambles; the education sector suffers chronic under-funding and regular 
debilitating strikes; people lose rather than get jobs and wages occupy the lowest rung in the 
priorities’ list of occupiers of Nigeria’s democratic space.62  
 
In its editorial of 19 March 2014, the Punch observed that “this is not the Nigeria our founders 
envisaged. Things have changed and continue to change in a nasty sort of way. This is a failing 
nation – thanks in no small measure to successive governments and their prowling elites”. In the 
same vein, Umasomba has  pointed out that “Nigerian leaders are inured to the pitiable condition 
of life in Nigeria characterised by an acute unemployment, gruesome killings of innocent citizens 
by Boko Haram Sect, kidnapping... fuel scarcity, epileptic power supply and sundry life 
threatening activities that have daily defined the people’s existence”63 With unemployment rate 
of 18.8 percent, it is relatively easy for terror groups to swell their memberships by recruiting 
youth from Nigeria’s overcrowded unemployment market thereby fuelling insecurity.64 On 11 
January 2018, over 70 people were murdered by Fulani herdsmen in Benue State (on 1 and 2 
January) were given mass burial. 65 This sparked nation-wide condemnation of the country’s 
porous security apparatus with the parliament warning that Nigeria was becoming red with blood 
of innocent citizens.66 Yet, this is just one of scores of similar cases.     
 
Conversely, to varying degrees, virtually all the above are opposite in Russia: the insecurity and 
killings by terror groups and herdsmen that pervade Nigeria is absent in Russia; about 96.9 
percent of Russia’s population has access to safe, clean water (the lowest in 25 years being 93.40 
percent in 1990)67 while the 1,088 TWh of electricity generated by Russia was the fourth largest 
in the world in 2017.68 Conversely, the Spectator Index of the world’s worst electricity supply in 
2017 ranked Nigeria the second worst nation in power supply in 2017.69 In terms of road 
network and functional institutions, Russia is well ahead of Nigeria. Also, Russia’s literacy level 
of 99.7 percent almost doubles Nigeria’s 51 percent.70 According to UNICEF estimates, 10.5 
million school age children were out of school in Nigeria in 201571 while the UNESCO 
estimated that the country was home to 65 million illiterates in the same year. Furthermore, 
unemployment rate in Russia was 5.1 percent in November 2017 from 5.4 percent in the same 
month of the previous year.72 It is indeed not surprising that Nigeria was ranked 152 in a 188-
country Human Development Index survey by the United Nations Development Programme in 
2016 while Russia took the 49th position. According to the report, Nigeria belongs to the “low 
human development category...50.9 percent of the population [is] multidimensionally poor while 
an additional 18.4 percent live near multidimensional poverty”.73 One consequence of the 
malaise of poverty in Nigeria is what the Kaduna State Primary Health Care Development 
Agency referred to as ‘severe acute malnutrition’. The Association estimated that 17,989 cases of 
severe malnutrition were reported in Kaduna State, northwest Nigeria, in 2017 and that “50 
percent of under-5 deaths recorded in the state was due to malnutrition”.74  
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While the doctor-population ratio of Russia is one of the highest in the world (alongside Cuba, 
Belarus, Greece and Italy), that of Nigeria stands at 1 to 4,000, a situation the Medical and 
Dental Consultants Association of Nigeria described as appalling and unacceptable.75 Moreover, 
while both countries are leading oil producing nations, Nigerians derive little or no benefits from 
the country’s massive oil reserves. For example, apart from utilising oil revenues for the 
common good of its nationals, Russia has about 40 functional refineries and saturates both the 
domestic and international markets with refined petroleum products.76 On the other hand, 
intractable corruption has not only ensured that Nigeria’s enormous oil revenues are siphoned; it 
has ensured that the country’s three refineries are in a state of permanent limbo. Thus, the 
country remains the only member of the Organisation of Petroleum Exporting Countries that 
depends almost exclusively on importation of refined petroleum products, a situation the junior 
minster in the Petroleum Ministry referred to as a national ‘shame’.77 
 
Another striking divergence between Nigerian and Russian democracy is the ‘cost of 
democracy’. For all intents and purposes, Nigerian democracy is vampire democracy wherein the 
political elite suck the country dry through their lavish lifestyle and outlandish salaries and 
allowances. Nigeria’s democracy is probably the best in the world with respect to elaborate 
investment in the comfort of the holders of the structural frame rather than in national 
development and human and material resources. Members of the Nigerian Parliament are 
probably the highest paid in the world. Basically, the Federations of Nigeria and Russia operate 
the same bi-camera legislature although Russia operates a federal semi presidential system (with 
prime minister and deputy prime ministers).  
 
While there are 109 and 360 members in Nigeria’s Senate (upper chamber) and House of 
Representatives (lower chamber) respectively; Russia’s Federal Council (upper chamber) and 
State Duma (lower chamber) have 178 and 450 members respectively.78  While a member of the 
upper chamber of the Nigerian parliament earns $80,555 per month translating into well over 
$8.4 million per annum; members of the Russian parliament earn less than $90,000 per annum79 
whereas a member of Nigeria’s lower chamber of parliament earns more than $6 million per 
annum.80 This implies that a Russian MP will have to work for between seven and nine years to 
earn what a Nigerian MP earns in one year. Yet, an overwhelming percentage of Nigerians live 
in horrendous poverty. Scholars have interrogated the nexus between the high cost of governance 
and Nigeria’s underdevelopment81 suffice it to state here that while the ordinary Nigerian lives 
on less than $1 per day, the Nigerian Parliament remains the poster–child of waste. With national 
minimum wage at $50, no one deserves that much money while ordinary Nigerians are 
scavenging to make ends meet. And as the Daily Trust ruefully pointed out in its editorial of 18 
June 2015 entitled “salaries, allowances for political office holders”, it would take a working 
government employee on the national minimum wage the whole of his life to earn a Senator’s 
monthly salary. In a similar vein, in a document by the Nigerian Labour Congress and a coalition 
of 40 civil rights groups in 2015, it was argued that the funds expended on the payment and 
allowances of 1,078 political office holders by the federal government [monthly] could pay the 
national minimum wage of 9,647,574 workers.  
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The document opined that the “foregoing raised issues of social justice in a country of about 170 
million persons; whether it is right to dedicate this quantum of resources [3.87 per cent of the 
budget] to service this infinitesimal percentage [0.010 ] of the population”. Further, the 
document pointed out that “at a cost of $1m per new megawatt of electricity, 50 per cent of the 
sum dedicated to paying these benefits can add 432.5 megawatts of electricity every year and 
finance [the construction of] 17,300 brand new classrooms.82 Indeed, annual budgetary 
allocation to Nigeria’s Parliament surpasses the annual budgets of 21 of Nigeria’s 36 states.83 
This culture of waste is unfortunately replicated at the state and local government levels.   
 
 
Conclusion 
The beauty and attraction of democracy is its core contents and concepts of equality, 
egalitarianism, secularism and constitutionalism. Democracy, as presently practised in Nigeria 
and Russia, is at cross-purposes with some of these concepts: in the former, citizens enjoy some 
freedom with a relatively viable and free press but the delivery of ‘democratic goods’ to the 
citizens at all the three tiers of government is inconsequential and almost exactly nil. On the 
other hand, citizens of the latter have access to comparatively larger amounts of ‘democratic 
goods’ but with an elaborate touch of autocracy and press censorship. The present arrangement 
that ensures that a significant proportion of Nigeria’s resources is expended on the payment of 
the wages and allowances of the occupiers of the structural frame while an overwhelming 
percentage of Nigerians is without security, life-supporting wages, jobs and basic infrastructures 
and amenities is the very antithesis of democracy, national development and fair play. Nigeria’s 
democracy remains the harbinger of trouble in the Nigerian state as it has widened the gap 
between the rich and the poor, fuelled corruption, exacerbated ethnic unrest and provoked 
unprecedented agitations by ethnic militias, strangulated the economy and impoverished the 
masses. 
 
The most cursory glance at available literature on Russian politics and society clearly indicates 
that Russia’s brand of democracy is bereft of the key concepts and contents of liberal democracy. 
This has given rise to the description of ‘Russian democracy’ in several shades and colours. 
Norris calls it ‘electoral autocracy’;84 Evans labels it compromised and incomplete democracy;85 
Hille terms it ‘Putin-style democracy’86; Lipman and McFaul (among others) call it ‘managed 
democracy’87 while Nikolay describes it as ‘a mixture of authoritarianism and managed 
democracy’.88 Indeed, it is instructive to note that an overwhelming percentage of literature on 
Russian politics includes either ‘failure’ or ‘myth’ in their titles.89 One major flaw of Russian 
‘democracy’ is what The Guardian of 20 April 2007 called ‘lack of electoral choice’ 
(gubernatorial elections were abolished in 2004 giving the president the power to appoint 
governors) since “the ballot box does not have the power of dictating or influencing who comes 
to power”.90 Indeed, Solomon Ginzburg dismissed Russian elections as “imitation of elections” 
just like “many other [Russian] institutions that are imitations of democratic institutions”.91  
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Thus, as pointed out by the The Guardian of 4 December 2017, “a century after the revolution 
that dismantled Tsarist autocracy, Russia is still grappling with totalitarianism. The one-party 
tyranny of Soviet Union collapsed in 1917 but the promise of true democracy in Russia has 
failed to materialise”. Juxtaposed with the key contents and concepts of liberal democracy and 
viewed from any objective standpoint, Russia’s oxymoronic and autarkic democracy is soulless.  
 
From the analysis above, it should  be fairly clear that while Nigeria’s democracy provides larger 
quantum of freedom and ballot box power with little or no dividends of democracy accruing to 
the citizens; Russia’s mouthed democracy delivers larger amounts of ‘political goods’ to a 
populace with little or no press freedom and ballot box power. And as pointed out by Sergei 
Gulyaev, a onetime opposition member of parliament who was prevented from seeking re-
election for voting against Vladimir Putin’s decision to re-appoint a Saint Petersburg governor, 
“there is de jure democracy [in Russia]; but in reality it does not exist”.92   
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