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AN EXAMINATION OF THE CHALLENGES AND PROSPECTS OF THE ROLE OF THE COURTS IN 

ELECTION MATTERS IN NIGERIA* 
 

Abstract 
The role of courts in election matters in Nigeria remains indispensable to the survival and consolidation of democratic 

governance. Despite the numerous challenges such as delays in adjudication, conflicting judgments, political pressure, and 
declining public trust, the judiciary continues to serve as the final arbiter of electoral disputes and a guardian of 

constitutionalism. The prospects of the courts lie in their ability to strengthen the rule of law, protect electoral rights, and 
promote accountability when supported by effective legal reforms and institutional independence. Addressing the identified 

challenges through sustained reforms, capacity building, and strict adherence to judicial ethics will enable the courts to perform 

their functions more efficiently and credibly. Ultimately, a strong, impartial, and responsive judiciary is essential for ensuring 
credible elections and deepening democracy in Nigeria. 
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1. Introduction 

Elections are the cornerstone of democratic governance, and in Nigeria, the judiciary plays a critical role in safeguarding the 
integrity of the electoral process. Courts are entrusted with the responsibility of interpreting electoral laws, resolving election-

related disputes, and ensuring that electoral outcomes reflect the will of the people. However, the increasing involvement of 
courts in election matters has presented both significant challenges and promising prospects. Issues such as delays in 

adjudication, allegations of judicial bias, conflicting judgments, and procedural complexities have raised concerns about public 
confidence in the electoral justice system.1 At the same time, the courts offer vital prospects for strengthening democracy 

through the enforcement of constitutional principles, protection of electoral rights, and promotion of accountability and the rule 
of law. This topic therefore examines the challenges and prospects of the role of courts in election matters in Nigeria, with a 

view to assessing their impact on democratic consolidation. 
 

2. Challenges of the Role of Courts in Election Matters in Nigeria 
 

Circumscription of Time  
One of the most profound challenges confronting the Nigerian judiciary in electoral adjudication is the strict limitation of time 

imposed by constitutional and statutory provisions. Section 285(5)–(7)2 of the Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria 
(1999, as amended) provides that election petitions must be filed within 21 days after the declaration of election results and 

determined within 180 days, while appeals must be concluded within 60 days of the tribunal’s judgment. Although these 
provisions were intended to prevent undue delay and ensure certainty in the political process, they have inadvertently placed 

enormous pressure on judges and legal practitioners. Courts are often compelled to prioritize speed over substantive justice, 
resulting in judgments that may not adequately consider the complex evidentiary and procedural issues inherent in election 

petitions3. This temporal rigidity has turned election adjudication into a “judicial marathon” rather than a deliberative process 
aimed at achieving electoral justice. 

 

The constitutional circumscription of time also undermines the quality and depth of judicial reasoning in election matters. 
Complex cases involving allegations of voter suppression, over-voting, or non-compliance with the Electoral Act require 

extensive scrutiny of documentary and electronic evidence. However, the short timeframe available to election tribunals often 
makes it difficult for judges to conduct detailed examinations, summon witnesses, or verify technical data from the Independent 

National Electoral Commission (INEC).4 This has led to inconsistent outcomes and occasional miscarriages of justice. For 
instance, some tribunals have been forced to rely heavily on preliminary technicalities to dismiss petitions rather than addressing 

substantive electoral irregularities. Consequently, the narrow constitutional timeframe compromises both the integrity of the 
adjudicatory process and the public’s confidence in the judiciary’s ability to deliver electoral justice effectively.5 

 
Furthermore, the limited time allocation in election dispute resolution affects not only the judiciary but also the broader 

democratic process. Candidates and political parties often face logistical constraints in gathering evidence, securing expert 
witnesses, and preparing comprehensive petitions within the prescribed period. The result is an adversarial environment that 

privileges procedural compliance over material justice. Scholars have therefore called for a constitutional amendment to extend 
the adjudicatory period to at least 270 days, allowing sufficient time for thorough hearings without jeopardizing the timely 

 
*By Kabir Eniola AKANBI, LLB, BL, LLM, PhD Candidate, Faculty of Law, Nasarawa State University, Keffi, Email: 

kabirakanbi2014@gmail.com; and  

*David A. AGBU, LLB, BL, MILR, LLM, PhD, Professor of Law and Head of Department of Public and International Law, Faculty of 

Law, Nasarawa State University, Keffi 
2 Section 285(5)– (7), Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria 1999 (as amended). 
3 J. Ameh, Electoral justice and the problem of time constraints in Nigeria’s judicial process. Nigerian Journal of Public Law, 18(2), 45–63 

(2020). 
4 S. Oguche, Revisiting constitutional timeframes in Nigerian election petitions: Balancing speed and justice. Journal of Contemporary African 

Governance, 9(3), 102–119 (2021). 
5 C. E., Ezeani, & O. U. Nwosu, Judicial interpretation and constitutional time limits in electoral dispute resolution in Niger ia. African Journal 

of Legal Studies, 14(1), 75–92 (2022). 

mailto:kabirakanbi2014@gmail.com


AKANBI & AGBU: An Examination of the Challenges and Prospects of the Role of the Courts in Election Matters in Nigeria 

Page | 144  

transition of power6. Extending the timeframe would promote judicial efficiency, enhance the quality of electoral jurisprudence, 

and restore citizens’ trust in the courts as impartial arbiters of electoral disputes. Ultimately, while time limitations were 
designed to safeguard political stability, they have become a double-edged sword that threatens the very justice they were meant 

to ensure. 
 

Appointment of Judges and Justices 
The appointment process of judges and justices in Nigeria has remained a recurring challenge to the impartiality and 

effectiveness of the judiciary in election adjudication. Under the 1999 Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria, the 
President appoints justices of the Supreme Court and Court of Appeal based on the recommendation of the National Judicial 

Council (NJC) and subject to confirmation by the Senate. Similarly, state governors appoint judges of the High Courts on the 

advice of the NJC and approval of the respective State Houses of Assembly. While this framework was designed to ensure 
checks and balances, in practice, it has allowed significant political influence in judicial appointments, especially during election 

cycles7. This politicization raises concerns about the neutrality of judges presiding over election petitions, particularly when 
those who appointed them are either parties to the disputes or beneficiaries of contested elections. As a result, the public often 

perceives the judiciary as compromised, undermining confidence in its ability to deliver electoral justice impartially. 
 

The challenge is further compounded by the lack of transparency in the nomination and screening process for judicial officers. 
The criteria used by the NJC and political authorities are often opaque, leading to allegations of favoritism, nepotism, and 

regional bias8. In several instances, individuals without significant experience in election law or constitutional adjudication 
have been appointed to serve on election tribunals and appellate panels, thereby affecting the quality of decisions rendered. 

This situation diminishes the courts’ institutional credibility and raises doubts about the competence of those adjudicating 
complex electoral disputes. Scholars have observed that when the public perceives that judicial appointments are politically 

motivated, the legitimacy of the courts’ decisions in election matters is inherently compromised9. The perception of partiality, 
even if unfounded, is sufficient to erode public trust in the judiciary as the final arbiter of electoral contests. 

 
To strengthen the role of the courts in election matters, it is imperative to depoliticize the appointment process and entrench 

meritocracy and transparency in judicial selection. The National Judicial Council should adopt open and competitive selection 
procedures, ensuring that only qualified and experienced candidates with proven integrity are appointed to handle electoral 

cases. Additionally, there should be clear separation between the judiciary and the executive in matters relating to judicial 
appointments to preserve judicial independence10. Civil society organizations and the Nigerian Bar Association (NBA) can also 

play a monitoring role to ensure fairness and transparency in the process. A reformed and depoliticized appointment framework 
will enhance public confidence, safeguard judicial independence, and strengthen the courts’ capacity to deliver credible and 

impartial judgments in election matters. 
 

Poor Funding  
One of the persistent challenges confronting the judiciary in Nigeria’s electoral adjudication process is inadequate funding. 

Financial autonomy is essential for judicial independence; however, in practice, the Nigerian judiciary continues to rely heavily 
on allocations from the executive arm of government, which often leads to financial dependence and vulnerability11. This 

financial subordination affects the courts’ ability to effectively discharge their duties during election petition proceedings. 

Election tribunals require adequate resources for logistics, remuneration of tribunal members, administrative support, and the 
timely disposal of cases. Unfortunately, delays in fund disbursement and insufficient budgetary allocations often hinder the 

efficient operation of election tribunals, leading to adjournments, prolonged litigation, and eventual public distrust in the judicial 
process12. The consequence is that the courts, though constitutionally empowered, are practically constrained in delivering 

prompt and efficient electoral justice. Furthermore, the absence of a sustainable funding mechanism for election-related judicial 
activities has a ripple effect on transparency and accountability. When the judiciary depends on the executive for financial 

resources, there is an inherent risk of political interference, especially during sensitive election petitions where the executive 
may be an interested party13. Financial dependence compromises not only the perceived neutrality of the courts but also the 

morale of judicial officers and supporting staff. As highlighted by Nwosu14, insufficient funding leads to infrastructural decay, 

 
6 I. Okechukwu, Democracy on trial: The limits of judicial intervention in Nigeria’s elections. University of Lagos Law Review, 31(1), 56–79 
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7T. O. Adeyemi, Judicial appointments and the quest for independence in Nigeria’s electoral jurisprudence . Nigerian Journal of Constitutional 

Law, 15(2), 88–107 (2020). 
8 A. S. Ojo, Political interference in judicial appointments and its implications for democratic consolidation in Nigeria . University of Ibadan 

Law Review, 19(3), 73–90 (2021). 
9 N. Okafor, & H. Bello, Judicial legitimacy and public trust in Nigeria’s electoral process. Journal of African Governance and Legal Studies, 

8(4), 115–132 (2022). 
10 K. C. Eze, Reforming judicial appointments for credible election adjudication in Nigeria . African Journal of Law and Society, 10(1), 44–

62 (2023). 
11 M. O. Akanbi, Judicial funding and the independence of the courts in Nigeria’s democratic process . Ilorin Journal of Law, 14(2), 33–51 

(2020). 
12 C. A. Okorie, Funding challenges and judicial efficiency in Nigeria’s election adjudication . Nigerian Journal of Electoral Law and Practice, 

6(1), 56–75(2021). 
13 K. C. Eze, Judicial autonomy and financial dependence: Assessing the limits of judicial independence in Nigeria . African Journal of 

Constitutional Studies, 11(1), 87–103 (2022). 
14 P. O. Nwosu, Infrastructural and financial challenges of election tribunals in Nigeria . Nigerian Review of Public Law and Policy, 8(4), 

112–129 (2020). 
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poor record-keeping and limited access to modern technologies that could otherwise enhance case management and 

transparency. Consequently, this situation perpetuates inefficiency and delays, allowing public suspicion of judicial bias to 
flourish. This erosion of trust undermines the legitimacy of the judiciary’s role as the final arbiter in electoral disputes. 

 
To address the challenge of poor funding, it is crucial to ensure full compliance with the constitutional provisions guaranteeing 

judicial financial autonomy. The implementation of Section 81(3) and Section 121(3) of the 1999 Constitution (as amended)15 
should be strengthened to allow direct disbursement of funds to the judiciary without interference from the executive. Moreover, 

the National Judicial Council (NJC) should develop transparent financial management frameworks and advocate for increased 
budgetary allocations, particularly during election seasons. The establishment of a dedicated Election Adjudication Fund could 

also ensure predictable and adequate financing for election tribunals and courts. By prioritizing financial independence, Nigeria 

can empower the judiciary to uphold electoral integrity, enhance institutional efficiency, and build public confidence in the 
impartial resolution of election disputes16. 

 

Corruption 

Corruption within the judiciary remains one of the most significant challenges undermining the courts’ credibility and 
effectiveness in handling election matters in Nigeria. Despite constitutional guarantees of judicial independence, allegations of 

bribery, undue influence, and manipulation of judgments have persisted, especially during high-stakes electoral disputes17. 
Politicians and political parties often view the judiciary as the final battleground after the polls, and consequently, enormous 

pressure-both financial and political-is exerted on judges and tribunal members to secure favorable outcomes18. This situation 
creates a perception that justice can be bought, eroding public confidence in the judiciary’s integrity. The 1999 Constitution (as 

amended) envisions the judiciary as an impartial arbiter; however, when corruption infiltrates its processes, the legitimacy of 
election judgments becomes questionable, threatening the democratic process itself. Corruption in election adjudication 

manifests in various forms, including bribery of judges, compromise of tribunal staff, falsification of documents, and 
interference in the appointment of tribunal members19. Some judges have reportedly faced disciplinary actions or removal by 

the National Judicial Council (NJC) for unethical conduct related to election petitions, revealing that the problem is systemic 
rather than incidental20. Furthermore, the lack of transparency in the allocation of election cases and panel composition provides 

opportunities for manipulation by influential political actors. The prevalence of ex parte applications, often obtained through 
questionable means, further undermines procedural fairness and accountability. According to Nnamani21, such practices not 

only distort justice but also embolden corrupt politicians to disregard electoral laws, knowing that judicial manipulation remains 
a viable post-election strategy. 

 
Addressing judicial corruption in election matters requires a multifaceted approach centered on accountability, transparency, 

and institutional reform. The NJC must intensify disciplinary oversight and enforce stringent sanctions against corrupt judges 
and court officials to deter unethical behavior22. Additionally, judicial officers should receive continuous ethical and 

professional training on electoral jurisprudence, while mechanisms for public monitoring and whistleblowing should be 
strengthened. Financial autonomy for the judiciary, as provided under Sections 81(3) and 121(3) of the Constitution23, would 

reduce executive influence and minimize corruption incentives. The use of digital case management systems and public 
disclosure of tribunal proceedings could also enhance transparency and public trust. Ultimately, eradicating corruption from 

the judicial process is indispensable for ensuring credible, impartial, and legitimate adjudication of election disputes in 

Nigeria24. 
 

Increasing Legal Disputes Steaming from Pre and Post-Election Matters 
In recent years, Nigeria has witnessed a significant surge in the number of legal disputes arising from pre- and post-election 

matters, placing enormous strain on the judiciary. Virtually every stage of the electoral process-from party primaries to the 
announcement of results-now generates litigation, with aggrieved candidates and political parties rushing to the courts for 

redress25. This trend reflects the growing judicialization of politics, where the courts are increasingly called upon to resolve 

 
15 Section 81(3) & Section 121(3), Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria 1999 (as amended). 
16 A. S. Ojo, Judicial financial autonomy and electoral justice in Nigeria: Lessons from comparative jurisdictions . Journal of African Law 

and Governance, 9(2), 41–59 (2023). 
17 K. A. Adebayo, Judicial corruption and electoral justice in Nigeria: A critical appraisal. Nigerian Journal of Law and Policy Studies, 12(2), 

64–82 (2020) 
18 L. I. Okeke, Judicial compromise and the challenges of electoral integrity in Nigeria. University of Lagos Journal of Public Law, 18(2), 

37–56 (2021). 
19 C. O. Ezeani, Corruption and the credibility of judicial decisions in Nigeria’s election petitions . African Journal of Legal Studies, 15(1), 

91–110 (2022). 
20 A. S. Ojo, Ethics, accountability, and reform in Nigeria’s judicial system: A review of electoral adjudication practices . Nigerian Law 

Review, 19(1), 22–44 (2023).  
21 C. C. Nnamani Electoral corruption and the role of the judiciary in democratic consolidation in Nigeria. Journal of African Governance 

and Democracy, 7(3), 45–59, (2020). 
22 K. A. Adebayo, Judicial corruption and electoral justice in Nigeria: A critical appraisal. Nigerian Journal of Law and Policy Studies, 12(2), 

64–82 (2020). 
23 Section 81(3) & Section 121(3), Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria 1999 (as amended). 
24 C. O. Ezeani, Corruption and the credibility of judicial decisions in Nigeria’s election petitions . African Journal of Legal Studies, 15(1), 

91–110 (2022). 
25 C. A. Okorie, Litigation overload and the challenges of timely justice delivery in Nigeria’s election tribunals. Nigerian Review of Electoral 

Studies, 5(2), 78–96 (2021). 
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internal party conflicts, issues of candidate substitution, and questions of qualification under the Electoral Act 2022. While the 

right to seek judicial intervention is constitutionally guaranteed, the overwhelming volume of election-related cases often leads 
to judicial congestion, delays, and exhaustion of both human and material resources26. Consequently, judges handling election 

petitions are overburdened, which affects the quality and timeliness of their judgments, thereby undermining public confidence 
in the electoral adjudication process. 

 
The growing litigious culture has also raised concerns about the abuse of court processes by politicians and their legal 

representatives. Some litigants file frivolous or duplicate suits in multiple jurisdictions to gain undue advantage or to delay the 
electoral process27. The multiplicity of cases, particularly those arising from intra-party disputes, not only clogs the judicial 

system but also diverts attention from substantive electoral issues. According to Ojo28, this practice has turned the courts into 

battlegrounds for political rivalry rather than arenas for justice, further complicating the role of the judiciary in maintaining 
electoral integrity. Moreover, overlapping jurisdictional issues between federal and state high courts in pre-election matters 

exacerbate procedural confusion, often resulting in conflicting judgments that diminish the judiciary’s credibility. The Supreme 
Court of Nigeria has on several occasions lamented this trend, warning against the manipulation of court processes for partisan 

gains. 
 

To mitigate this challenge, there is a need for stricter procedural control and reform in election litigation management. The 
judiciary, in collaboration with the Independent National Electoral Commission (INEC) and the National Assembly, should 

consider revising the Electoral Act to impose sanctions for frivolous or vexatious pre-election suits. Additionally, specialized 
electoral divisions within the courts could be established to handle election matters efficiently and consistently29. Continuous 

judicial training on election jurisprudence and time management would also enhance the quality of decisions. Ultimately, while 
the increasing number of election disputes underscores citizens’ faith in the judiciary, it also highlights the urgent need for 

systemic reform to balance access to justice with judicial efficiency and credibility in Nigeria’s democratic process30. 
 

Government Interference 
Government interference in the judicial process represents one of the most serious challenges undermining the independence 

and effectiveness of the courts in Nigeria’s electoral adjudication. Although the 1999 Constitution (as amended) guarantees the 
separation of powers and judicial autonomy, in practice, the executive arm of government often exerts both direct and indirect 

influence on the judiciary, particularly in politically sensitive election cases31. This interference may occur through subtle 
pressures on judges, manipulation of judicial appointments, control over court funding, or the use of security agencies to 

intimidate judicial officers. According to Eze32, the perception that the executive influences court outcomes in election disputes 
erodes public confidence in the impartiality of the judiciary. When judges are seen as susceptible to government pressure, the 

integrity of electoral justice is compromised, and the courts’ constitutional role as neutral arbiters becomes severely weakened. 
Furthermore, the control of judicial finances and administrative processes by the executive creates opportunities for 

manipulation. Despite constitutional provisions for judicial financial autonomy under Sections 81(3) and 121(3) of the 
Constitution33, many state governments still determine the disbursement of funds to the judiciary, which often leads to subtle 

coercion or compliance with political expectations34. During election petition proceedings, the executive sometimes attempts 
to influence the composition of tribunal members or delay the release of operational funds, thereby impeding the efficient 

administration of justice35. These practices not only compromise the independence of the judiciary but also violate the principle 

of the rule of law, which is essential for credible elections. As observed by Ojo36, the judiciary’s inability to operate 
independently of government influence fuels public skepticism about the legitimacy of post-election judgments and diminishes 

the courts’ moral authority. 
 

To effectively address government interference, Nigeria must strengthen institutional safeguards that guarantee judicial 
independence in both law and practice. The National Judicial Council (NJC) should be empowered to exercise greater autonomy 

 
26 K. C. Eze, Electoral justice and the burden of litigation in Nigeria’s democracy . Nigerian Journal of Constitutional and Administrative 

Law, 12(1), 33–50 (2023). 
27 P. O. Nwosu, Abuse of court processes and the challenges of election adjudication in Nigeria . African Journal of Law and Policy Studies, 

7(4), 92–110 (2020). 
28 A. S. Ojo, The judicialization of politics and the crisis of legitimacy in Nigeria’s electoral system . University of Lagos Law Review, 19(2), 

41–63 (2022). 
29 K. A. Adebayo, Judicial efficiency and the management of electoral disputes in Nigeria. Journal of African Law and Governance, 8(3), 55–

74 (2020). 
30 K. C. Eze, Electoral justice and the burden of litigation in Nigeria’s democracy . Nigerian Journal of Constitutional and Administrative 

Law, 12(1), 33–50 (2023). 
31 N. O. Okafor, Judicial independence and the challenge of political interference in Nigeria’s elections . University of Ibadan Law Review, 

18(2), 42–59 (2021). 
32 K. C. Eze, Executive interference and the erosion of judicial independence in Nigeria’s electoral process . African Journal of Constitutional 

Studies, 10(3), 101–120 (2022) 
33 Section 81(3) & Section 121(3), Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria (1999, as amended). 
34 K. A. Adebayo, Judicial autonomy and executive control in Nigeria’s democratic governance . Journal of African Law and Policy Studies, 

11(2), 55–73 (2020). 
35 C. C. Nnamani, Electoral adjudication and the politics of government control over the judiciary in Nigeria . Nigerian Review of Political 

and Legal Studies, 9(1), 66–84 (2021). 
36 A. S. Ojo, Institutional safeguards for judicial independence in electoral adjudication: The Nigerian experience . Nigerian Journal of Law 

and Democracy, 8(1), 28–46 (2023). 
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in matters of judicial discipline, funding, and tribunal appointments. Legislative measures should also ensure full enforcement 

of financial independence provisions for the judiciary at both federal and state levels37. Moreover, judicial officers must 
demonstrate ethical resilience and professional integrity by resisting external influence, while civil society organizations and 

the media should play active roles in promoting transparency and accountability. Ultimately, safeguarding the judiciary from 
governmental interference is indispensable for ensuring impartial, credible, and transparent adjudication of election matters, 

thereby strengthening Nigeria’s democratic process38. 
 

Constant Change in Electoral Laws 
The frequent amendments and revisions of Nigeria’s electoral laws have posed a significant challenge to the courts in the 

adjudication of election disputes. Between the promulgation of the Electoral Act 2010, its amendment in 2015, and the most 

recent Electoral Act 2022, procedural and substantive provisions have been altered repeatedly, creating uncertainty and 
complexity for judges tasked with interpreting the law39. Courts often face the difficult task of reconciling conflicting provisions 

from successive laws while ensuring that justice is delivered in a timely manner. The inconsistency in legal provisions also 
leads to divergent interpretations across different tribunals, which undermines predictability and uniformity in electoral 

jurisprudence40. Consequently, judges are compelled to navigate a constantly shifting legal landscape, which increases the risk 
of errors and public skepticism regarding judicial competence in electoral matters. Frequent changes in electoral laws also 

exacerbate the challenges of judicial preparedness and expertise. Election petitions often involve technical matters such as 
candidate qualification, electoral offenses, and the interpretation of procedural requirements for filing petitions. When the legal 

framework is in a state of flux, judges and legal practitioners must rapidly familiarize themselves with new provisions, resulting 
in delays and procedural mistakes41. The limited timeframes prescribed for adjudicating election disputes under Section 285 of 

the 1999 Constitution (as amended)42 compound this problem, forcing courts to apply recently amended laws under strict 
temporal pressure. As Nwosu43 observes, such conditions create a high potential for judicial errors, inconsistent rulings, and 

reduced public confidence in the courts’ ability to deliver credible and impartial electoral justice. Addressing this challenge 
requires a deliberate strategy aimed at legal stability and institutional capacity building. Legislators should strive for continuity 

in electoral laws, ensuring that amendments are deliberate, well-publicized, and accompanied by comprehensive transitional 
provisions to guide judicial interpretation44. Additionally, the judiciary must invest in continuous training and establish 

specialized electoral divisions to handle complex election petitions, ensuring that judges are adequately equipped to interpret 
changing legal frameworks effectively. Public sensitization and judicial practice manuals on the application of current electoral 

laws can also reduce confusion and inconsistencies. Ultimately, stabilizing electoral laws and strengthening judicial capacity 
will enable the courts to uphold electoral integrity, enhance public trust, and contribute to the consolidation of Nigeria’s 

democracy45. 
 

Insecurity 
Insecurity in Nigeria has increasingly become a significant impediment to the judiciary’s effective discharge of its 

responsibilities in election matters. Election tribunals and courts often operate in environments plagued by political violence, 
threats, and intimidation of litigants, witnesses, and even judicial officers46. This insecurity, particularly during pre- and post-

election periods, affects the courts’ ability to convene sessions, summon witnesses, and ensure the safety of parties involved in 
disputes. Judges may feel pressured to expedite rulings or avoid sensitive cases due to fear of reprisal, while litigants may be 

discouraged from pursuing legitimate claims47. Consequently, the courts’ capacity to deliver impartial, transparent, and timely 

electoral justice is severely constrained, undermining the rule of law and citizens’ confidence in Nigeria’s democratic process. 
The problem of insecurity is further compounded by the involvement of armed groups, political thugs, and local militias in 

influencing electoral outcomes, often spilling over into court proceedings48. Such threats not only intimidate witnesses and 
lawyers but also disrupt the presentation of critical evidence, leading to truncated hearings or adjournments. In some instances, 

tribunal personnel have been forced to conduct hearings in heavily secured environments or relocate proceedings, which 

 
37 C. A. Okorie, Strengthening the judiciary against executive interference: Lessons for Nigeria’s electoral justice system . Journal of 

Comparative Constitutional Law, 7(4), 87–105 (2022). 
38 K. C. Eze, Executive interference and the erosion of judicial independence in Nigeria’s electoral process . African Journal of Constitutional 

Studies, 10(3), 101–120 (2022). 
39 L. I. Okeke, Electoral legislation and the judiciary: Managing change in Nigeria’s election laws. Nigerian Review of Constitutional Studies, 

10(4), 33–50 (2021). 
40 K. A. Adebayo, Judicial challenges in interpreting evolving electoral laws in Nigeria. Journal of African Legal Studies, 11(2), 44–61 (2020). 
41 K. C. Eze, Legal uncertainty and election dispute resolution in Nigeria. African Journal of Constitutional Law, 13(1), 77–95 (2022). 
42 Section 285, Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria (1999, as amended). 
43 P. O. Nwosu, The impact of frequent electoral law changes on judicial efficiency in Nigeria . Nigerian Journal of Electoral Law and Practice, 

7(3), 88–104 (2021). 
44 C. A. Okorie, Stability and predictability in Nigerian electoral law: Implications for judicial adjudication . Journal of African Governance 

and Law, 9(1), 21–40 (2023). 
45 Ojo, Judicial adaptation to evolving electoral laws in Nigeria: Challenges and prospects . University of Lagos Law Review, 20(2), 55–72 A. 

S. (2022). 
46 L. I. Okeke, The effect of insecurity on judicial independence and electoral justice in Nigeria . Nigerian Review of Constitutional Studies, 

11(4), 40–58 (2021). 
47 K. C. Eze, Insecurity and the challenges of electoral adjudication in Nigeria . African Journal of Constitutional Law, 14(1), 73–92 (2022). 
48 C. C. Nnamani, Political violence and its impact on the judicial process in Nigerian elections . Nigerian Journal of Political and Legal 

Studies, 8(2), 59–78 (2020). 
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compromises accessibility and public oversight of the judicial process49. The pervasive insecurity thus diminishes the 

effectiveness of courts in curbing electoral malpractice and delivering substantive justice, as fear of violence can affect both 
the content of judgments and the willingness of stakeholders to engage fully with the judicial process. To mitigate the challenge 

of insecurity in election-related adjudication, a multi-pronged strategy is necessary. Strengthening collaboration between the 
judiciary, law enforcement agencies, and the Independent National Electoral Commission (INEC) can help secure court 

premises and protect judicial officers, litigants, and witnesses during proceedings50. Additionally, leveraging technology, such 
as virtual hearings and electronic evidence submission, can reduce physical exposure to violence while ensuring that cases 

proceed without undue delay. Public awareness campaigns emphasizing the rule of law and penalties for election-related 
violence can also contribute to a safer environment for electoral litigation. Ultimately, addressing insecurity is crucial to 

ensuring that the courts can perform their constitutional mandate effectively, deliver credible judgments, and uphold electoral 

integrity in Nigeria.51 
 

Lack of Independence of Electoral Bodies 
The lack of independence of Nigeria’s electoral bodies, particularly the Independent National Electoral Commission (INEC), 

has emerged as a significant challenge to the effective role of the courts in election matters. While the judiciary is 
constitutionally empowered to adjudicate electoral disputes, the courts’ ability to deliver impartial justice is often constrained 

by the perceived or actual lack of autonomy of electoral institutions52. When INEC’s decisions are questioned-such as the 
conduct of elections, collation of results, or qualification of candidates-courts must intervene to rectify errors or irregularities. 

However, if the electoral body is susceptible to political influence from the executive or ruling parties, the judiciary faces the 
dual challenge of correcting irregularities while navigating politically sensitive pressures. This undermines the courts’ 

efficiency and the public perception of fairness in election adjudication53. The challenge is further compounded by the technical 
and operational dependence of INEC on government funding and support. Electoral bodies often lack sufficient financial 

autonomy, which limits their capacity to conduct credible elections and implement reforms independently54. Consequently, the 
courts are frequently called upon to resolve disputes arising from administrative inefficiencies, delayed announcements of 

results, or flawed processes. In many instances, election tribunals have had to grapple with petitions against INEC decisions, 
leading to protracted litigation and sometimes conflicting rulings due to the ambiguous or politically influenced actions of the 

commission55. The judiciary, therefore, operates in an environment where the lack of institutional independence within electoral 
bodies directly affects the timeliness, credibility, and impartiality of judicial decisions. Addressing this challenge requires both 

structural and legal reforms to strengthen the autonomy of electoral institutions and reduce judicial dependency on politically 
influenced processes. Measures such as securing guaranteed funding for INEC, insulating its appointment process from 

executive manipulation, and enhancing accountability mechanisms can help bolster the body’s independence56. Furthermore, 
specialized training for judges in electoral administration and technical aspects of voting, result collation, and digital systems 

can enable courts to better evaluate disputes arising from electoral body actions. Ensuring the independence of electoral bodies 
would, in turn, empower the judiciary to function more effectively as the final arbiter of electoral disputes, reinforcing public 

confidence in both institutions and enhancing the integrity of Nigeria’s democratic process57. 
 

Conflicting Judgments by the Nigeria Courts 
A major challenge confronting the judiciary in Nigeria’s electoral process is the occurrence of conflicting judgments among 

different courts and tribunals. This situation arises when lower courts, election tribunals, appellate courts, and, occasionally, 

higher courts such as the Court of Appeal, render decisions on similar electoral disputes that are inconsistent with one another58. 
Such conflicts often emerge due to differences in interpretation of constitutional provisions, electoral laws, or procedural 

guidelines. For instance, disputes regarding candidate qualification, vote collation, or procedural compliance may elicit 
divergent judicial opinions depending on the tribunal or appellate panel hearing the case. The resulting inconsistency not only 

confuses litigants and the public but also undermines the principle of certainty in the law, which is crucial for maintaining 
electoral integrity and public confidence in the judiciary59. The prevalence of conflicting judgments is further exacerbated by 

overlapping jurisdiction and lack of harmonization in judicial precedents. Nigeria’s electoral framework involves multiple 
layers of adjudication, including federal and state courts, election tribunals, and appellate bodies, each empowered to hear 

 
49 A. S. Ojo, Ensuring safe and credible electoral litigation in Nigeria: Challenges and prospects . University of Lagos Law Review, 21(1), 
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specific categories of electoral disputes60. When these courts interpret similar statutory provisions differently, litigants may 

exploit forum shopping, filing petitions in multiple courts to seek favorable outcomes. Additionally, the absence of specialized 
electoral divisions in many jurisdictions means that judges without specific expertise in electoral matters may render decisions 

that conflict with established legal principles or with decisions from other courts61. This fragmentation of judicial reasoning 
erodes the authority and credibility of the judiciary in electoral matters. Addressing the challenge of conflicting judgments 

requires institutional reforms aimed at standardizing electoral jurisprudence and enhancing judicial expertise. The National 
Judicial Council (NJC) and the Supreme Court of Nigeria could play proactive roles in issuing binding guidelines and 

consolidating election-related precedents to guide lower courts and tribunals62. Establishing specialized electoral divisions and 
providing continuous training for judges in election law would also reduce interpretative disparities. Furthermore, procedural 

rules should discourage multiplicity of suits and streamline appellate review to ensure that cases with potential for conflicting 

outcomes are efficiently resolved. By mitigating conflicts in judgment, the judiciary can strengthen public confidence, enhance 
legal certainty, and ensure that electoral disputes are resolved fairly and transparently in Nigeria’s democratic process63. 

 

3. Prospects of the Role of Courts in Election Matters in Nigeria  

The role of the courts in election matters in Nigeria has evolved significantly over the years, reflecting both the complexities of 
the nation’s democratic process and the judiciary’s efforts to uphold electoral integrity. While challenges such as political 

interference, corruption, and legal ambiguities have often constrained judicial effectiveness, notable prospects and 
achievements have emerged, demonstrating the capacity of the courts to influence democratic consolidation positively. These 

achievements include the establishment of specialized electoral tribunals, the adoption of technological innovations like the 
Election Case Management System (ECMS), and the consistent enforcement of constitutional and statutory provisions to 

resolve disputes fairly and expeditiously. By ensuring accountability, providing timely redress, and reinforcing the rule of law, 
the judiciary not only protects the rights of candidates and political parties but also fosters public confidence in the electoral 

process. This section, therefore, examines the key prospects and achievements of the Nigerian judiciary in electoral matters, 
highlighting the institutional, procedural, and technological advancements that have strengthened the courts’ role in sustaining 

credible and transparent elections. 
 

Election Case Management System 
The introduction of the Election Case Management System (ECMS) in Nigeria represents a significant achievement in 

enhancing the efficiency and transparency of judicial processes in electoral disputes. Designed to streamline the management 
of election petitions, the ECMS provides a digital platform for filing, tracking, and adjudicating cases, thereby reducing delays 

traditionally associated with paper-based systems (Adebayo, 2021). This technological innovation enables courts to process 
cases more swiftly, ensuring that litigants receive timely judgments, which is crucial given the constitutional timelines 

prescribed for election petitions under Section 285 of the 1999 Constitution (as amended)64. The ECMS has demonstrated the 
judiciary’s commitment to adopting modern tools that enhance procedural efficiency and promote public confidence in the 

adjudication of electoral matters65. The ECMS also improves accessibility and transparency, which are essential for reinforcing 
the legitimacy of electoral justice. Through the system, stakeholders, including political parties, lawyers, and members of the 

public, can monitor the progress of cases online, access court schedules, and retrieve digital copies of judgments and filings66. 
This level of openness reduces opportunities for manipulation or undue influence in the judicial process, as parties are better 

informed about the procedural status of their cases. Moreover, the system minimizes administrative bottlenecks by automating 

case allocation, documentation, and record-keeping, thereby reducing human errors and enhancing accountability within 
election tribunals67. Beyond efficiency and transparency, the ECMS reflects a broader achievement in the judiciary’s adaptation 

to contemporary challenges in electoral dispute resolution. By embracing technology, Nigerian courts are positioning 
themselves to handle increasing volumes of election-related litigation with greater precision and consistency. The system also 

facilitates the consolidation of precedents and legal references, which strengthens judicial reasoning and reduces conflicts in 
judgments across different tribunals68. Consequently, the ECMS not only streamlines electoral adjudication but also contributes 

to the consolidation of democratic governance by ensuring that election disputes are resolved fairly, promptly, and transparently. 
It stands as a model of innovation that enhances the credibility, efficiency, and integrity of the courts in Nigeria’s electoral 

process. 
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Reform of Judicial Appointment Process 
One of the fundamental prospects for enhancing the role of courts in election matters in Nigeria lies in the reform of the judicial 

appointment process. The integrity and competence of the judiciary, particularly in handling sensitive electoral disputes, depend 
largely on how judges and justices are appointed. In Nigeria, the current process of judicial appointment—though guided by 

constitutional provisions—has often been criticized for being overly influenced by political considerations, executive 
interference, and lack of transparency. Such influence tends to compromise judicial independence and can erode public 

confidence in the impartiality of election tribunals and appellate courts. Reforming this process to ensure merit-based, 
transparent, and independent appointments is, therefore, critical for electoral justice.69 A credible judicial appointment reform 

would involve empowering the National Judicial Council (NJC) to operate with greater autonomy in the selection, vetting, and 

recommendation of judicial candidates. The NJC’s mandate should be strengthened to prioritize competence, integrity, and 
track record over political loyalty or regional considerations.70 Comparative practices from jurisdictions like South Africa and 

the United Kingdom demonstrate that judicial appointment commissions, when insulated from political influence, foster a more 
professional and independent bench capable of resolving electoral disputes fairly and efficiently.71 A similar institutional 

strengthening in Nigeria would enhance the judiciary’s legitimacy and reinforce public trust in its electoral adjudication 
functions. Furthermore, there is a pressing need to review the Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria, 1999 (as 

amended) to limit the role of the executive arm in judicial appointments. Under current practice, the President and Governors 
retain final approval powers on recommendations from the NJC, which opens the door for political manipulation, especially 

during election seasons.72 Amending these provisions to make the NJC’s recommendations binding or subject only to legislative 
confirmation would promote true separation of powers and prevent undue political influence in the judiciary.73 Consistent 

training and evaluation of judges appointed to handle election matters should form part of the reform process. Specialized 
electoral law training, ethical orientation, and continuous performance assessment would ensure that only competent and 

impartial judges preside over election petitions.74 This reform, if properly implemented, would not only strengthen judicial 
integrity but also ensure that courts remain credible arbiters in Nigeria’s democratic process. 

 

Improved and Independent Judicial Funding Mechanism 

A critical prospect for enhancing the role of courts in Nigeria’s electoral process is the establishment of an improved and 
independent judicial funding mechanism. The financial autonomy of the judiciary remains one of the cornerstones of genuine 

judicial independence. In Nigeria, inadequate and irregular funding has historically constrained the effective functioning of the 
courts, especially during election petition proceedings where time, logistics, and personnel are vital.75 Poor funding often results 

in delayed proceedings, lack of modern technology, inadequate welfare for judicial officers, and limited capacity to handle the 
volume of electoral disputes that follow every election cycle.76 To overcome these deficiencies, it is imperative that the 

judiciary’s financial operations be constitutionally guaranteed and insulated from executive control. Under the 1999 
Constitution (as amended), the judiciary’s budget is typically channeled through the executive arm, creating dependence on the 

Ministry of Finance and state governors for fund disbursement.77 This arrangement weakens judicial autonomy and exposes the 
courts to potential manipulation, especially during politically sensitive election petition cases. The prospect, therefore, lies in 

enforcing the provisions of Section 81(3) and Section 121(3) of the Constitution, which stipulate that funds standing to the 
credit of the judiciary in the Federation or State Consolidated Revenue Fund should be paid directly to the National Judicial 

Council (NJC) or heads of courts respectively.78 The full implementation of these provisions would enable the judiciary to plan, 

allocate, and utilize its resources independently, without undue interference from the executive. In 2021, the Judiciary Staff 
Union of Nigeria (JUSUN) embarked on a nationwide strike to demand the enforcement of financial autonomy for the 

judiciary.79 This event underscores the urgency of creating a sustainable financial framework that guarantees prompt release of 
funds to the courts. A well-funded judiciary can invest in digital infrastructure, modern case management systems, and improved 

working conditions — all of which are indispensable for timely and fair adjudication of election matters.80 Moreover, financial 
independence would foster accountability and integrity by reducing the vulnerability of judges and court staff to corrupt 

inducements or political influence. Establishing a Judicial Financial Autonomy Commission (JFAC) as a monitoring body could 
serve as a safeguard for transparent fund management within the judiciary.81 This commission could oversee budgetary 
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allocation, auditing, and compliance with financial regulations, thereby ensuring that resources are used efficiently for electoral 

adjudication processes. A financially autonomous judiciary is not only a prospect but a necessity for deepening democracy and 
ensuring that courts can discharge their constitutional mandate in election matters without fear or favor.82 

 

Establishment of Electoral Tribunals in Nigeria 

The establishment of electoral tribunals in Nigeria represents a significant institutional achievement in ensuring timely and 
effective adjudication of election disputes. These tribunals, created under the Electoral Act and supported by constitutional 

provisions, are specialized judicial bodies empowered to hear and determine pre- and post-election petitions83. By providing 
dedicated forums for election-related litigation, electoral tribunals reduce the burden on regular courts and ensure that election 

disputes are resolved within the constitutionally mandated timeframes stipulated under Section 285 of the 1999 Constitution 

(as amended).84 This specialization enhances the efficiency and effectiveness of the judicial process, ensuring that election 
outcomes are determined fairly and swiftly, thereby maintaining the credibility of Nigeria’s democratic system85. Electoral 

tribunals also contribute to the impartiality and consistency of election adjudication. By being composed of judges with 
expertise in constitutional and electoral law, these tribunals are better equipped to interpret complex electoral provisions, 

examine evidence critically, and make reasoned judgments that uphold the principles of fairness and justice86. The tribunals’ 
specialized nature allows them to develop jurisprudence specific to election matters, which serves as a guide for lower courts 

and reduces the incidence of conflicting judgments. Furthermore, electoral tribunals provide litigants with focused attention on 
their cases, fostering transparency and public confidence in the judiciary’s ability to safeguard electoral integrity87. 

 
The establishment of electoral tribunals also reflects a broader achievement in Nigeria’s electoral governance framework. It 

demonstrates the judiciary’s proactive role in complementing other democratic institutions, such as the Independent National 
Electoral Commission (INEC), by providing mechanisms for accountability and redress in electoral disputes88. The tribunals, 

therefore, serve not only as forums for dispute resolution but also as instruments for promoting the rule of law, deterring 
electoral malpractices, and consolidating democracy. By institutionalizing these specialized bodies, Nigeria has strengthened 

the judiciary’s capacity to ensure credible elections and reinforce public trust in the electoral process, highlighting a critical 
achievement in the role of the courts in electoral matters. 

 
Improvement in Judiciary Independent 

The enhancement of judicial independence in Nigeria represents a significant achievement in strengthening the role of courts 
in election matters. Over the years, reforms aimed at insulating the judiciary from political influence and executive interference 

have bolstered public confidence in the impartiality of electoral adjudication.89 By securing tenure, regulating judicial 
appointments through the National Judicial Council (NJC), and providing constitutionally guaranteed remuneration and 

autonomy, the judiciary is better positioned to make decisions on election disputes without fear or favor. This independence 
ensures that courts can interpret electoral laws, review the actions of the Independent National Electoral Commission (INEC), 

and uphold constitutional provisions with objectivity, thereby reinforcing the integrity of Nigeria’s democratic process90. 
Improved judicial independence has also empowered courts to resist undue pressures from political actors, parties, or interest 

groups during pre- and post-election litigation. In previous decades, instances of political interference often led to inconsistent 
rulings or delays in adjudication, undermining public trust in the judiciary91. Today, with a more autonomous judiciary, election 

petitions are more likely to be resolved based on legal merit rather than extraneous influences. This development strengthens 

the courts’ capacity to hold public officials accountable, ensure compliance with electoral laws, and protect the rights of 
candidates and voters, thereby consolidating democratic norms in Nigeria92. Moreover, judicial independence has facilitated 

reforms in court procedures, the establishment of specialized electoral divisions, and the adoption of technological innovations 
such as E-Filing and Virtual Court Sittings, which enhance transparency and efficiency in the resolution of electoral disputes93. 

By operating independently, the judiciary can implement these reforms without compromise, ensuring that election cases are 
adjudicated fairly, expeditiously, and consistently. Ultimately, the improvement in judicial independence constitutes a major 

achievement, as it not only strengthens the credibility of election adjudication but also fosters public trust, upholds the rule of 
law, and promotes the overall stability and development of Nigeria’s democratic system. 

 

Amendment of Electoral Act 

The periodic amendment of Nigeria’s Electoral Act has been a significant achievement in strengthening the judiciary’s role in 
election matters. These amendments, often influenced by judicial interpretations and recommendations following election 

disputes, have contributed to refining procedural and substantive aspects of electoral law, ensuring greater clarity and legal 
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certainty94. Courts, through their adjudication of election petitions, have highlighted gaps and ambiguities in the Electoral Act, 

prompting legislative reforms that align statutory provisions with democratic principles. Such amendments enhance the 
judiciary’s capacity to apply the law effectively and consistently, reducing the likelihood of misinterpretation and conflicting 

judgments in subsequent election cases95. Amendments to the Electoral Act have also bolstered the courts’ ability to enforce 
electoral accountability and integrity. By clarifying rules on candidate eligibility, campaign conduct, voting procedures, and 

result collation, the amendments empower courts to address electoral malpractice decisively96. The judicial influence in shaping 
these amendments underscores the interdependent relationship between the legislature and the judiciary in promoting credible 

elections. Moreover, the amendments often incorporate timelines, penalties, and procedural safeguards, which facilitate the 
timely resolution of electoral disputes within constitutionally mandated periods, thereby ensuring that elections remain 

legitimate and undisputed.97 Furthermore, the iterative process of amending the Electoral Act demonstrates the judiciary’s 

proactive role in driving electoral reforms and democratic consolidation. Courts, by interpreting the Act and recommending 
reforms, have contributed to a legal framework that evolves with emerging challenges in Nigeria’s electoral landscape98. This 

dynamic interplay has resulted in legislation that is more responsive to practical realities, including technological innovations 
such as E-Filing and virtual court sittings, as well as enhanced protections against electoral fraud and violence. Ultimately, the 

continual amendment of the Electoral Act, guided in part by judicial insights, reflects a major achievement that strengthens the 
credibility, transparency, and effectiveness of the courts in election matters. 

 
Strengthened Security Framework for Electoral Adjudication 

A vital prospect for improving the role of courts in election matters in Nigeria is the development of a strengthened security 
framework for electoral adjudication. Security challenges have persistently undermined the integrity and efficiency of election-

related judicial processes in Nigeria. Judges, lawyers, witnesses, and even litigants have often been subjected to threats, 
intimidation, and, in some instances, physical attacks during election petition proceedings.99 In several high-profile cases, 

insecurity has led to adjournments, relocation of tribunals, and loss of public confidence in the judicial process.100 Ensuring a 
secure environment for election adjudication is, therefore, fundamental to upholding the rule of law and protecting the 

independence of the judiciary. The prospect lies in developing a comprehensive judicial security policy that specifically 
addresses threats arising during pre- and post-election litigation. This policy should ensure adequate protection for judges sitting 

on election tribunals, provide secure transportation, and guarantee the safety of court premises and sensitive materials.101 The 
National Judicial Council (NJC), in collaboration with the Nigeria Police Force and the Department of State Services (DSS), 

should establish a Judicial Protection Unit (JPU) dedicated to election-related security.102 Such a unit would not only deter 
interference but also ensure the physical and psychological safety of judicial officers. In addition, a proactive security protocol 

- including intelligence gathering and rapid response measures - would safeguard the integrity of electoral proceedings from 
politically motivated disruptions. 

 
Moreover, the security framework should extend to the protection of witnesses and whistle-blowers involved in election 

petitions. Many witnesses are often reluctant to testify due to fear of reprisal from political actors or their supporters.103 A 
witness protection program tailored for electoral matters would encourage honest testimony and enhance the credibility of 

judicial findings. The adoption of secure digital platforms, such as virtual court sittings, can also mitigate security risks by 
reducing physical exposure while maintaining transparency and due process.104 The role of the Independent National Electoral 

Commission (INEC), security agencies, and civil society organizations must be integrated into this framework to ensure 

coordinated responses during election periods.105 Continuous training for security personnel on judicial ethics and human rights 
standards would further strengthen confidence in the protection mechanisms surrounding electoral adjudication. A secure and 

intimidation-free judiciary is indispensable to credible electoral justice, and investing in a robust judicial security framework is 
a forward-looking reform for Nigeria’s democratic consolidation.106 

 

Institutional and Legal Reinforcement of INEC’s Independence 

Another crucial prospect for enhancing the credibility of Nigeria’s electoral adjudication system is the institutional and legal 
reinforcement of the Independence National Electoral Commission (INEC). The effectiveness of courts in resolving election 

disputes is closely tied to the credibility, neutrality, and efficiency of the electoral body that conducts the elections in the first 
place. Where the electoral commission is perceived as biased or subject to executive influence, the courts become overburdened 
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with petitions challenging the integrity of the process.107 Strengthening INEC’s independence, therefore, serves as a preventive 

measure that reduces the frequency and complexity of post-election litigation, thereby promoting electoral justice and 
stability.108 INEC’s independence is constitutionally guaranteed under Section 153(1)(f) and Paragraph 15(a) of the Third 

Schedule of the 1999 Constitution (as amended); however, in practice, this autonomy is often undermined by political 
interference, inadequate funding, and executive control over key appointments.109 To reinforce INEC’s independence, it is 

imperative that the process of appointing the Chairman and Commissioners be depoliticized. The National Assembly, in 
consultation with civil society organizations and the judiciary, could establish a National Electoral Appointment Commission 

(NEAC) responsible for nominating qualified, non-partisan individuals for confirmation by the Senate.110 This reform would 
significantly minimize executive influence and foster public confidence in the neutrality of the electoral body. 

 

Equally important is the issue of financial autonomy for INEC. Dependence on executive-controlled funding has made the 
Commission vulnerable to manipulation and operational delays, particularly during sensitive electoral periods.111 To address 

this, constitutional provisions on financial allocation to INEC should be amended to provide for direct disbursement from the 
Consolidated Revenue Fund, similar to the arrangement for the judiciary and the National Assembly.112 This ensures timely 

access to resources for logistical planning, technology deployment, and election monitoring without political interference. 
 

Institutional strengthening should also encompass capacity building and digital innovation within INEC. The introduction of 
technological tools, such as the Bimodal Voter Accreditation System (BVAS) and the INEC Result Viewing Portal (IReV), has 

shown promise in improving transparency, but these systems require stronger legal backing and consistent funding to ensure 
long-term sustainability.113 Furthermore, INEC should establish a Legal and Compliance Directorate dedicated to ensuring that 

its internal processes conform strictly to constitutional and statutory standards, thereby minimizing grounds for litigation.114 
 

Lastly, cooperation between INEC and the judiciary through regular stakeholder engagement forums could foster better 
understanding of electoral laws and procedural challenges.115 Such collaboration promotes consistency between administrative 

and judicial interpretations of electoral statutes. Institutional and legal reinforcement of INEC’s independence will not only 
enhance the Commission’s credibility but also ease the judiciary’s burden by reducing the volume of avoidable election 

disputes.116 
 

Judicial Review and Electoral Justice 

Judicial review serves as a cornerstone for ensuring electoral justice in Nigeria, representing a significant achievement in 

reinforcing the credibility and integrity of the democratic process. By exercising judicial review, courts have the authority to 
scrutinize the actions of electoral bodies, political actors, and government officials, ensuring compliance with constitutional 

and statutory provisions117. This oversight function empowers the judiciary to correct irregularities, nullify illegal election 
outcomes, and uphold the rights of candidates, parties, and voters. Through judicial review, courts not only interpret and enforce 

electoral laws but also ensure that electoral processes remain transparent, accountable, and aligned with democratic principles, 
thereby strengthening public confidence in election outcomes118. The exercise of judicial review has also contributed to the 

development of electoral jurisprudence in Nigeria. By reviewing election petitions, courts have clarified ambiguous provisions 
in the Electoral Act and related legislation, providing legal precedents that guide future electoral adjudication119. This 

cumulative body of judicial decisions ensures consistency in rulings, reduces conflicting judgments, and enhances predictability 

in electoral dispute resolution. Moreover, judicial review allows courts to address systemic flaws in electoral administration, 
such as irregularities in voter registration, vote collation, and result announcement, thereby promoting reforms that improve the 

credibility of Nigeria’s electoral process.120 Furthermore, judicial review underscores the courts’ proactive role in protecting 
the rule of law and safeguarding democracy in Nigeria. By holding electoral actors accountable and invalidating unlawful 

practices, the judiciary deters electoral malpractice and reinforces the principle that no individual or institution is above the 
law.121 This function complements other reforms, including the establishment of electoral tribunals, E-Filing, virtual court 
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sittings, and amendments to the Electoral Act, creating an integrated framework that enhances efficiency, fairness, and 

transparency in election dispute resolution. Consequently, judicial review not only strengthens the operational capacity of the 
courts but also represents a pivotal achievement in ensuring electoral justice and consolidating democratic governance in 

Nigeria. 
 

4. Conclusion and Recommendations 

In conclusion, the role of courts in election matters in Nigeria remains indispensable to the survival and consolidation of 

democratic governance. Despite the numerous challenges such as delays in adjudication, conflicting judgments, political 
pressure, and declining public trust, the judiciary continues to serve as the final arbiter of electoral disputes and a guardian of 

constitutionalism. The prospects of the courts lie in their ability to strengthen the rule of law, protect electoral rights, and 

promote accountability when supported by effective legal reforms and institutional independence. Addressing the identified 
challenges through sustained reforms, capacity building, and strict adherence to judicial ethics will enable the courts to perform 

their functions more efficiently and credibly. Ultimately, a strong, impartial, and responsive judiciary is essential for ensuring 
credible elections and deepening democracy in Nigeria. 

 
In view of the challenges confronting the courts in the determination of election matters in Nigeria, it is recommended that 

comprehensive reforms be undertaken to strengthen the electoral justice system. There should be strict adherence to 
constitutional timelines for the resolution of election petitions, supported by adequate funding, improved infrastructure, and 

continuous training for judicial officers on electoral laws and emerging democratic practices. Measures must also be put in 
place to enhance judicial independence, transparency, and accountability in order to restore public confidence in court decisions. 

Furthermore, the harmonization of electoral laws and judicial precedents, coupled with the adoption of technology to expedite 
proceedings, will reduce inconsistencies and delays. If effectively implemented, these recommendations will enhance the 

capacity of courts to fairly and efficiently adjudicate election disputes, thereby promoting credible elections and democratic 
stability in Nigeria. 

 

 

 

 

 


