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ABSTRACT  

orruption remains one of the 

fastest growing social problems 

in Nigeria. It is virtually 

becoming a way of life that permeates 

both private and public sectors of the 

economy. Over the years, this pervasive 

behavioural proclivity has earned the 

country the notorious status of one of the 

most corrupt nations in the world. 

Despite seemingly concerted efforts of 

past and present administrations to 

combat corruption, the problem remains 

persistently endemic with disastrous 

consequences for the Nigerian society. It 

is against this backdrop, that this work 

specifically explores the upsurge of 

corruption and its implications for 

sustainable development in Nigeria. 

Within the Principal-Agent theory the 

work  maintains that people indulge in 

pervasive corrupt behaviour as a result of 

how corruption is perceived and valued. 

The work maintains that corruption, 

especially in the public sector, breeds 
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Introduction: 
The issue of the upsurge of 

corruption in Nigeria is 

troubling. The menace of 

corruption is not new since 

it is a global phenomenon. 

However, corruption is 

pandemic in Nigeria. It cuts 

across the different tiers and 

arms of government and the 

private sectors. It has been 

identified as a major 

challenge to national 

development.  Corruption in 

Nigeria is so pervasive that it 

is an existential threat to 

good governance, 

democratic processes and 

fair business transaction in a 

competitive environment 

(Akanbi, 2004). Studies have 

shown that the problem of 

bad governance in Nigeria is 

commonly attributed to 

poor leadership and 
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infrastructural decay, high cost of governance, insecurity and distorted 

development priorities thus making the hope of achieving sustainable 

development a mirage. This, no doubt, explains why sustainable 

development has continued to elude Nigeria despite its abundant natural 

endowment and robust development initiatives. In order to translate its 

abundant natural resources into sustainable development, the work  

recommends among others, that as a matter of urgent necessity, Nigeria 

must adopt a trado-religious social control measure in its anti-corruption 

reforms. 

 

orruption (Odinialu, 2010).However, as the World Bank (2012) 

admits the causes of corruption are rooted in particular political 

and economic conditions of each country and therefore its causes 

are as complex as the types of corruption are varied. 

Corruption is universal and not a problem restricted to any region. In 

advanced countries like Belgium, the United States of America, the United 

Kingdom, Japan, Italy, Russia, Spain allegations of corruption also play a 

central role in their politics (Klitgaard, 2018).  As such corruption 

permeates all levels of government, the federal, state and local 

governments. According to Transparency International (TI)'s Corruption 

Perception Index (CPI), between 1995 and 2009, no country has a score of 

10/10 on a 10-point scale, indicating that there is one level of corruption 

or the other in all countries worldwide (Mogue, 2010). It has on the socio-

economic and political setting of a country can hardly be over emphasized. 

There has been a global cry and coordinated efforts to tackle this social evil 

through the creation and implementation of anti-graft laws and policies 

across nations. Some nations have been successful in their quest to reduce 

the level of corruption while others are still lagging behind. In this light, 

Nigeria seems to be an example of a state that failed in combating 

corruption.   

Grand corruption is a cancer that has eaten deep into the fabric of the 

Nigerian polity. The general global perception about graft in Nigeria is that 

it is a pervasive phenomenon. It is generally acknowledged that corruption 

c 
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and corrupt practices are endemic and systemic in both public and private 

sectors of Nigeria (Eme&Okoh, 2011). While corruption in the form of 

distortion of the government expenditures, pillaging of the State assets and 

bribery is widespread in the higher level of public offices, the grand 

corruption in politics such as sale of party tickets, office posts and public 

contracts remain a critical concern because politics has become the most 

remunerative career. Furthermore, in Nigeria, corruption exceedsthe 

political arena and evidences shows that it abounds in several private and 

official conducts of even ordinary citizens. As such, corruption is a serious 

problem affecting the whole sphere of Nigeria. It has also constituted an 

impediment to the development of the country as leadership corruption 

has been one of the greatest concerns to all observers of the country's socio 

political and economic development (Anazodo, Okoye&Ezenwile, 2012).  

 Corruption has caused so many defects to the Nigerian society in terms of 

human capital development, unemployment, infrastructure and economic 

growth and development in general. Furthermore, corruption has caused 

other defects in the in Nigeria such as increase in crime rate, 

unemployment rate and social unrest. Von Hauff and Kruse (2014) 

highlighted two major consequences of leadership corruption in urban 

areas in developing countries. He noted that there are consequences for the 

national economies of countries affected arising through the formation of 

slums in urban areas, a worsening of environmental sustainability 

problems particularly as a result of predatory exploitation in the 

agricultural sector, the manufacturing sector and the oil and gas sector. He 

further noted that there are also consequences for the political and social 

development of the countries affected. In their study Von Hauff and Kruse 

(2014) concluded the study by stating that corruption is a menace in 

whatever way, shape or angle it is perceived and no country can largely be 

prosperous were it is predominant. Therefore tackling corruption in 

Nigeria is a matter of international concern and has involved many efforts 

from international Non Governmental Organizations, such as the United 

Nations, the International Monetary Fund and Transparency International 

(Central Bank of Nigeria, 2016). It has also involved efforts from local 
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organizations with major and foremost organization being the Economic 

and Financial Crimes Commission. However, despite the efforts to combat 

corruption in Nigeria both at home and abroad, there has been little 

evidence of progress in the eradication of corruption in Nigeria.  

 

Statement of the Problem 

In recent years, the agenda of sustainable development has become of 

paramount importance in Nigeria. This because there is a growing 

realization that for a nation such as Nigeria to grow and become an 

advanced economy, it must first experience sustainable development. 

However, the state of affairs is that Nigeria remains an underdeveloped 

country with majority of the citizens experiencing poverty and poor living 

conditions (Lawal, 2014). Furthermore, Lawal (2014) noted that more 

than 100 million Nigerians do not have access to electricity, and less than 

40% of the population have access to safe drinking water.   Similarly, 

Sehinde (2008) noted that roads in many areas in Nigeria are impassable 

and these infrastructural challenges hamper the prospects of development, 

small business development, employment and ultimately Nigeria’s 

economic progress. Ugwuja (2014:1) noted that the major function of the 

government is to solve these problems and ensure the sustainability of 

development in Nigeria through the provision of pathways to poverty 

eradication. However, the reality remains that the government in Nigeria 

have been hampered from performing their duties and functions due to the 

prevalence and widespread nature of corruption in the country (Aguilar, 

2014). This has led to a society where sustainable development 

increasingly looks distant. 

Thus it is against this backdrop that this study aims to examine the 

relationship between corruption and sustainable development in Nigeria 

using the case study of Nigeria’s fourth republic (2016-2019).  

 

Research Questions 

The research will aim to answer the following questions: 

1. What are the causes of corruption in Nigeria? 
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2. What are the factors influencing the sustainable development in 

Nigeria? 

3. What is the relationship between corruption and sustainable 

development in Nigeria? 

 

Research Objectives 

The major objective of the study is to examine the relationship between 

corruption and sustainable development in Nigeria using the case study of 

Nigeria’s fourth republic (2016-2019). The specific objectives are: 

1. To determine the causes of corruption in Nigeria. 

2. To determine the factors influencing sustainable development in 

Nigeria. 

3. To determine the relationship between corruption and sustainable 

development in Nigeria. 

 

Research Hypotheses 

The following null hypotheses will be tested during the course of this 

research 

H01: There are no significant causes of corruption in Nigeria. 

H02: There are no significant factors influencing sustainable development 

in Nigeria. 

H03: There is no significant relationship between corruption and 

sustainable development in Nigeria. 

 

Concept of Corruption 

Corruption is a social phenomenon that is difficult to define, and it does not 

have a universally accepted definition. The definition varies depending on 

the inclination of the scholar and perception of the concept. Andrig and 

Fjelstad (2013) are of the opinion that corruption is a “complex and 

multifaceted phenomenon with multiple causes and effects, as it takes on 

various forms and contexts” (p. 120). Similarly, Tanzi (2008) is of the view 

that while it is hard to define corruption, the crisis that is linked to 

corruption is not difficult to identify. 
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The United Nations Global Programme Against Corruption (GPAC) defines 

political corruption as the “abuse of power for private gain.” In a similar 

vein, TI also put forward a lucid definition of the concept as “the abuse of 

entrusted power for private gain.” Waziri (2010) views corruption as a 

pervasion or a change from the generally accepted law or rules for personal 

benefit. 

Azelama (2002) defines corruption as any action or omission enacted by a 

member of an organization, which is against the rules, regulations, norms, 

and ethics of the organization, and the purpose is to meet the selfish end of 

the member at the detriment of the organization. The World Bank (World 

Bank Independent Evaluation Group, 2006) defines corruption as “the 

abuse of office for private gains.” Public office is abused for private gain 

when an official accepts, solicits, or extorts a bribe.(Agbu,(2003) observes 

that public office can be abused for selfish gain even if bribery does not take 

place. This implies that political corruption could be defined in the form of 

patronage, election rigging, and voters register manipulation, favoritism in 

the award of contract, procurement scam, tribalism and nepotism in 

recruitment and promotion, unfair punishment/sanctions for public 

officials. 

Given the above definitions, corruption or political corruption implies any 

action that violates electoral rules/the formal duties of any public role, 

rules, or norms with regard to public trust. 

 

Effects of Corruption in Nigeria 

The effects of corruption in Nigeria are outrageous. The effects range from 

under development, absence of basic infrastructure such as potable water, 

good road networks, misappropriation of national resources leading to 

massive poverty, mediocrity in leadership and cluelessness in 

professionalism, deficient leadership outputs, high unemployment and 

youth hopelessness, continuous widening gap between the rich and poor, 

and falling standard of education leading to production of low-quality 

graduates (Waziri, 2010). Corruption has made students and products of 

the tertiary institutions suffer from loss of self-confidence, hopelessness, 
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and loss of confidence in handwork and societal value. It has lowered the 

image of academic and non-academic members, as well as governing 

councils of most public tertiary institutions in Nigeria. Corruption denies 

access to basic education and health services, fuels political violence, 

generates popular anger that threatens to further destabilize societies, and 

exacerbates violent conflict (TI, 2012). It distorts public expenditure, 

increases cost of running businesses as well as cost of governance, and 

diverts resources from poor to rich nations. It has frustrated research 

efforts, derailed administrative goals, instigated organizational goals 

displacement, and it has also drastically reduced the image of Nigeria in the 

international communities to mention just a few (Azelama, 2005; Waziri, 

2010). 

 

Corruption in the Nigerian Public Sector 

Corruption is responsible for the collapse of Nigeria’s First and Second 

Republic. Government officials in Tafawa Balewa’s government in the First 

Nigerian Republic looted public funds with impunity. Balewa did not take 

any policy position to wipe out the menace (Ijewereme & Dunmade,2014). 

The history of electoral corruption in Nigeria started in 1964 and 1965 

elections. The 1964 and 1965 elections of the Nigerian First Republic were 

flagrantly rigged by the ruling Northern People’s Congress (NPC) 

government headed by Prime Minister Tafawa Balewa (Ajayi, 2008). 

(Dudley,1982) observes that the ruling party abused the electoral 

procedure to the detriment of the opposition parties, especially the Action 

Group (AG). The result of the election was completely rejected by all the 

opposition parties and consequently resorted to widespread violence such 

as killing, arson, and destruction of properties in the western region of 

Nigeria (Ogundiya & Baba, 2005). Corruption, massive rigging of the 

1964and 1965 elections, violence in the western region, avarice, internal 

strife, and drifting of the country were said to be the reasons middle-

ranked army officers sacked the Nigerian First Republic politicians from 

power through a coup d’état on January 15, 1966 (Ijewereme & Dunmade, 

2014). 
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The cry against corrupt practices in Nigeria became public glare and 

worrisome under General Yakubu Gowon’s administration. Gowon’s 

administration was unashamedly corrupt to the macro-level, and 

corruption was not hidden from the public gaze (Lawal & Tobi, 2006). 

According to Nigerian Tribune August 1st, 1975 (Lawal & Tobi, 2006), his 

promise to enact anti-corruption decree like other promises was never 

fulfilled. The level of corruption under Gowon’s regime came under intense 

public scrutiny when Murtala Mohammed became the head of state and set 

up Assets Investigation Panel to probe the governors and other public 

officers that served under Gowon. The panel indicted 10 of 12 military 

governors, and so their assets were confiscated. The anti-corruption 

crusade spread to the entire public service; thus, the purge of the public 

service led to the retirement and dismissal of more than 10,000 public 

servants nationwide (Anazodo, Okoye, & Chukwuemeka, 2012). 

Accordingly, one would have expected Murtala war against corruption to 

enthrone deterrence in Nigerian public service. Unfortunately, it is 

disheartening that the politicians of the Second Republic during Shehun 

Shagari’s administration were not deterred, despite the ignominious ways 

the indicted governors that served under Gowon were treated. The 

politicians of the Second Republic engaged in all forms of corrupt and 

unethical practices of different shades. The period was marked by fragrant 

abuse of power by virtually all public officers—career and political office 

holders. The political office holders used their offices to siphon and 

misappropriate public fund (Lawal & Tobi, 2006). 

The military administration led by Major-General Muhammed Buhari who 

took over power from the Shagari's administration was extremely 

determined to eradicate corruption from Nigeria through the WAI crusade. 

Various tribunals both at the federal and state levels were instituted to 

probe the political actors of the Second Republic. The Paul Omu–led 

tribunal found most of the politicians guilty and sentenced them to long jail 

terms (Lawal & Tobi, 2006). 

The Babangida administration that ended the Buhari’s administration 

through a coup d’état on August 27, 1985, did not show any commitment 
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to the anti-corruption drive of its predecessor. Maduagwu cited in( Lawal 

& Tobi ,2006) listed the following as some of the highlights of Babangida 

corrupt practices: 

US$2 billion Gulf war wind fall in 1991. 

30% of oil revenue diverted to frivolous uses throughout the time. 

Huge extra-budgetary spending: 1989 = N15.3 billion, 1990 = N23.4 

billion, 1991 = N35 billion, 1992 = N44.2 billion, 1993 (by August) = N59 

billion. 

US$200 million siphoned from the Aluminum Smelter project. 

N400 million wasted on the Better Life Project. 

Colossal Corruption at the Nigerian National Petroleum Corporation 

(NNPC), for example, US$101 million for the purchase of strategic storage 

facilitation. 

The Okigbo panel set up by the General Sani Abacha–led administration to 

look into the Babangida administration indicted General Babangida and 

the Governor of the Central Bank of Nigeria (CBN) of a frivolous looting 

spree and clandestine spending (Anazodo, Okoye, & Chukwuemeka, 2012; 

Ijewereme & Dunmade, 2014). 

The Abacha administration that took over from the interim National 

Government followed the pace set by the Babangida administration in 

looting the government treasury. The entire country became an extension 

of his personal estate within a space of 5 years, amassed so much wealth 

than the wealth of most countries in Black Africa put together (Ebegbulem, 

2012; Ijewereme & Dunmade, 2014). A total sum of N63.25billion was said 

to have been recovered from the Abacha family. In fact, parts of the Abacha 

legendary stolen wealth are still being recovered from his family till date 

(Ijewereme & Dunmade, 2014). 

The Abdusalam administration is not an exception from the mass looting 

of the public treasury. The Christopher Kolade panel set up to review 

contracts, licenses, and appointment made under the Abdusalam 

administration came out with shocking revelation. The panel found beyond 

imaginable proportions that, though Nigeria was already neck deep in 

corrupt practices, the Abdusalam administration made a mockery of any 
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sense of discipline and probity and at a scale that practically made saints 

of his predecessors (Anazodo, Okoye, & Chukwuemeka, 2012;Lawal & 

Tobi, 2006). The panel specifically reviewed 4,072 contracts, 576 licenses, 

807 appointments, 768 awards, and 111 approvals all made within 5 

months. The panel submitted that the 4,072 contracts cost Nigeria N635.62 

billion as against the N88 billion budgeted in 1998, this representing a 

deficit of N551 billion. The panel also revealed the depletion of the foreign 

reserve, which at the end of 1998 stood at US$7.6 billion but shrank to 

US$3.8 billion by May 1999. 

In a similar vein, when Obasanjo came to power in 1999, he told Nigerians 

that corruption was the major clog in the wheel of Nigeria’s progress and, 

until the social menace is eradicated, development will continue to elude 

Nigeria. Accordingly, Chief Olusegun Obasanjo signed the anti-corruption 

bill into law that established the ICPC and EFCC that are in the ongoing 

political dispensation in the Fourth Republic (Aderonmu, 2009; 

Ijewereme, 2013). Unfortunately, these institutions made little impact in 

the war against corruption in the Nigerian public sector. For instance, some 

western diplomats were of the opinion that Nigeria lost between US$4 

billion and US$8 billion annually to corruption during the 8 years of 

Obasanjo’s regime (Human Rights Watch, 2007). In a similar vein, TI 

scored Nigeria very low for 4 consecutive years; the scale showed that, on 

the scale of 10, Nigeria scored 1.6 in 1999, 1.2 in 2000, 1.0 in 2001, 1.6 in 

2002, and 1.4 in 2003 (Ijewereme, 2013). However, when Nuhu Ribadu 

became the chairman of newly created EFCC in November 2003, Nigeria 

corruption profile started declining gradually, as reflected in TI (2008) 

scale 1.6 in 2004, 1.9 in 2005, 2.2 in 2006, 2.2 in 2007, and 2.7 in 2008. But 

Ribadu’s legacy has been diminished by widespread belief that his anti-

corruption agenda was selective, dictated by the political whims of the 

presidency to deal with perceived opponents and enemies, while the 

cronies and heavily corrupt officials in the good books of the then president 

Olusegun Obasajo were untouched. Obasanjo’s administration was lucidly 

described by (Oluwasanmi,2007) as follows: Corruption became all 

pervading; electoral fraud common place, personal insecurity and 
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unresolved assassinations characterized his regime just as much as 

disobedience of court rulings. Many infrastructures were left to decay 

while he pursued an attempt to stay longer in office by trying to amend the 

constitution. He pursued to jail or impeachment those governors who did 

not agree with him using corruption as the weapon: On corruption those 

who agreed with him were unscathed. Though, he tried to reorganize some 

arms of government the civil service and finance. 

Obasanjo’s administration was characterized by unthinkable greed, hatred 

for the rule of law and human rights, selective investigation of corrupt 

public officials, and inefficient handling of the economy (Aderonmu, 2009). 

Furthermore, the revelation after the end of his government showed that 

he waived due process for awarding of contracts; he sold government 

property to himself and his cronies below the cost price (Aderonmu, 2009; 

Ebegbulem, 2012; Imhonopi & Ugochukwu, 2013; Oluwasanmi, 2007). 

In addition, Yar’ Adua’s government constantly reaffirmed his 

administration’s determination to combat corruption and proclaimed 

respect for the rule of law and due process, but his actions and body 

language revealed the contrary (Aderonmu, 2009; Ijewereme, 2013). Yar’ 

Adua’s government through the office of Attorney General of the 

Federation made frantic efforts to (undermine the fight against 

corruption) prevent James Ibori, the former governor of Delta State, from 

being prosecuted and jailed. James Ibori was a close associate of Yar’ Adua 

as well as one of the major financiers of Yar’ Adua’s election. Umaru Yar’ 

Adua forced Ribadu from office just 2 weeks after he tried to prosecute 

powerful former Delta State Governor James Ibori (Human Rights Watch, 

2011). 

However, president Goodluck Ebele Jonathan's administration could not 

show the courage and tenacity to fight corruption in the face of many 

allegations of corruption perpetuated and reported often about public 

officials. Recent audit report on Goodluck Jonathan’s administration 

discovered unprecedented ghost employees in the Nigerian Federal Civil 

Service. The fraud of ghost employees on payroll is also common to many 

states in Nigeria. Billions of Naira are wasted to fraudsters on monthly 
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bases, and there are more than 45,000 unaccountable workers on the 

federal payroll alone, and government is spending over N100b annually 

(Okekeocha, 2013). The most worrisome is that Nigerians have not been 

informed or given account on what is being done to the perpetrators of this 

heinous crime. In a similar vein, the board of NNPC and the Minister of 

Petroleum supervising NNPC, Diezani Allison Madueke, were indicted of 

corruption; the president sacked the board of NNPC without sacking the 

Minister of Petroleum.  

“Mrs Daziani Allison Madueke has been indicted by five different 

investigative panel Committees reports at different time, yet she 

confidently remains in charge of the Ministry unperturbed” (Melaye, 

2013a, p. 2). This is simply because she has family ties with president 

Goodluck Ebele Jonathan. An international tax and audit firm, KPMG, audit 

report indicted the NNPC, Petroleum Product Pricing Regulatory Agency 

(PPPRA), and the Ministry of Petroleum of large-scale corruption and 

absence of transparency. According to Melaye (2013a), “the Farouk Lawal 

Report of the House of Representative Investigative Committee: Spoke 

elaborately of unprecedented Corruption between bureaucracy and the 

marketers of petroleum products” (p. 2). The marketers cannot put their 

hands into government treasury to pay themselves without approval from 

appropriate authorities such as NNPC, PPPRA, Minister of Petroleum, CBN, 

and of course Minister of Finance (Melaye, 2013a). It is disheartening that, 

till date, no government official in these ministries and agencies has been 

invited by the anti-graft agencies or police on these excessive subsidy 

scandals (Melaye, 2013a). According to Melaye (2013b), the government 

of President Goodluck Jonathan is yet to convict one corrupt political 

official; not one politically exposed person has been convicted of 

corruption under Jonathan’s administration. Corruption is flourishing in 

Nigeria because there is a complete lack of political will to combat the 

monster by successive governments, especially President Goodluck 

Jonathan’s administration. Melaye (2013b) is of the opinion that the 

situation would continue, except the power to appoint the EFCC, and the 

ICPC chairmen is removed from the president. 
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The fight against corruption in Nigeria has completely become a lost battle. 

In the First Republic, corruption was 10%; in the Second Republic, it 

snowballed to 20%; during the general Ibrahim Babangida era, corruption 

was institutionalized, President Obasanjo’s administration strengthened 

corruption, and for reasons best known to President Umaru Yaradua, he 

allowed the ICPC and the EFCC leadership to be occupied by corrupt 

officials (Falana, 2012). 

Falana further opines that corruption was perpetuated with impunity 

under President Goodluck Jonathan’s administration to the extent that the 

war against corruption lost completely. According to Falana (2012), “the 

Auditor-General of the federation disclosed that 4.2 trillion Naira collected 

by Ministries, Departments and Agencies (MDAs) was not remitted to the 

Federation Account from 2006 to 2009.” The Nigeria Extractive Industries 

Transparency Initiative reported that oil companies have failed to pay into 

the Federation Account about 10 billion dollars from 1999 to 2008. The 

Nuhu Ribadu–led Petroleum Revenue and Special Task Force revealed that 

Nigeria has been robbed to the tune of almost 100 billion dollars. All the 

indicted leaders in the cases of Siemens, Halliburton, and other scandals 

are walking freely and still dictating who gets what and how in the Nigerian 

political arena. 

All the foregoing shows the enormity of corruption and unethical practices 

in the Nigerian state. The issue is, “What are the major causes of these 

corrupt practices in Nigeria?” Different arguments have been put forward 

to explain the pervasiveness of corruption in the Nigerian state. These 

include poverty, personalization of public office, political culture, and 

inability of leaders to overcome their colonial mentality with respect of 

their perception of public office (Lawal & Tobi, 2006). Moreover, the 

magnitude of corruption in Nigeria since Gowon’s regime to Goodluck 

Jonathan’s administration has been attributed to political economy growth 

of Nigeria by some scholars, that is, the movement from dependence on 

agriculture in the 1960s to total dependence on oil and oil revenue (which 

became the major source of Nigerian wealth) from the 1970s, among other 

factors. 
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Theoretical Framework of the paper 

 The theoretical framework of analysis adopted in this paper is the The 

Principal -Agent theory 

The Principal-Agent theory adopted from Batley (2004:38) examines 

organizational relationships as a tension between the “Principal” who 

demands a service and the “Agent” who provides it. The model assumes 

that actors are motivated by rational self-interest. The issue in connection 

with this paper is how the Principal (in this case, the Nigerian citizens) can 

manage the self-interest of those empowered to act on their behalf (i.e. the 

Agents: government officials, politicians, legislators, bureaucrats etc) so 

that it is aligned with the purposes that they (the Principal) wish to 

achieve. The problem arises not just from conflict of interest but also from 

the privileged access of the agents to information- the problem of 

asymmetric information. The agents who have been employed to provide 

a service will tend to use their superior knowledge to divert benefits in 

their own direction. Hague (1996) here asserts that Public Administration 

itself is susceptible to corruption, since officials exercise a substantial 

amount of power. There are possibilities for acquiring improper benefits 

by interpreting or bending rules in favor of certain groups or individuals. 

All government seek to have in place a number of safeguards for deterring 

and dealing with corruption within administrative agencies. At the same 

time, Public Administration has to develop ways and means to prevent and 

detect corruption in other section of society. Much of the benefit of rapid 

economic growth or a stable political order may be lost in the growing tide 

of corruption. In a democratic polity, the ultimate Principals are the 

citizens who are the consumers of specific services provided by the 

government. In the Principal -Agent theory, they are Principal in the sense 

that politicians as Agents seek their mandate from and act as the 

representatives of the public. In their turn, appointed officials (Public 

Servants) are in theory, the agents of political leaders in executing the 

programmes and policies of the government. Each of these players has a 

measure of autonomy and their own interests to advance. The Likelihood 
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of the Principal effectively controlling the Agent depends on how much 

information the Principal has about the performance of the Agent, and how 

far the Principal can structure the relationship so as to control the Agent or 

give incentives so as to make the Agents’ interest correspond to the 

Principals. This paper relies wholly on secondary data collected from 

official documents of the federal government, journals, magazine and 

Newspapers and reports and other publications of local and international 

non- governmental agencies. The content analysis method was adopted in 

analyzing the data. 

One best way to look at corruption is when individuals act negates the 

moral principle that guides their official obligations. Corruption thus 

cannot be devoided from breaching of ethnical rules that bind the conduct 

of official duties. Every official position either in private or public is guided 

by ethics and these ethics are there to regulate official conduct.  

 Several factors would make having a consensus on the causes and 

successful way of combating corruption a bit problematic. Among these 

factors are according Agubamah (2009) the uniqueness of each society and 

or country, the dynamic or changing nature of the socio political and 

economic interactions within the global community and the differences in 

the perception of corrupt practices by different academic disciplines.  

 One of the theories of corruption is the modernization theory. In the word 

of Huntington 1968, one of the theorist of modernization cited by Adefulu 

(2007) he observed that: the process of economic and political 

development in modernizing societies tends to breed inequality, political 

instability and corruption which may be defined simply in terms of the use 

of public powers to achieve private goals.  

 Earnestly worked after the (1955) Bandung Conference of the Non-

Aligned movement modernization theorists explained that: the causes, 

scale and incidence of corruption and corrupt practices in pre-colonial 

African states in terms of the logic of patrimonialism, neo patrimonialism, 

prebendalism, and patro-clientelism and the main proposition common to 

all these theories of cooption centers on the view that extractive corruption 

in African (and elsewhere in developing countries)  is one of the unsalutary 
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consequences of grafting modern political structure and processes on 

indigenous socio political structures which function on the basis of old 

values and obligation (ibid).  

 In spite of the presumed benefits of mixed government pinpiontedly Sklar 

(2003) as reported in Adefulu (2007) the incidence of corruption in Africa 

is seen as an outcome of the behavior of public officials which deviates from 

the accepted norms, and which also signifies the absence of effective 

political institutionalization that makes it difficult for these officials to 

divorce their public roles from private ones, thus prompting them to 

subordinate their institutional roles to exogenous demands’.  

 To Adefulu (ibid) Huntington’s way of show casing the orthodox theories 

of corruption simply pictures the origin of the menace by justifying 

corruption based on parochial reasons in terms of political under-

development and in terms of the inclinations of traditional societies to 

engage in what Clapham (1985) cited by Adefulu (2007) has described as 

the private of gift giving which is believed to be almost universal in 

patrimonial societies. As robust as the argument of the orthodox theories 

of patrimonialsm e.g. Huntington, is to explain and spiral the reason for 

corruption in African states Nigeria a case study of patrimonialism, that, it 

breeds inequality, political instability as believed to have caused by faulty 

process of economic and political development, the concept of 

patrimonialism failed to tell us meaningful reason about the actual causes 

and prevalence of corruption. This failure prompted Western liberal 

analysts to operationalize another related concept tagged neo 

patrimonialism to explain the phenomenon. The basic features of neo-

patrimonialism as noted by Clapham (1985) and still reported by Adefulu 

(2007) were officials hold positions in bureaucratic organization with 

formally defined powers which are exercised not as a form of public 

services but as a form of private property relationships of the official with 

other members of society fall into patrimonial pattern of vassal and lord-

lord rather than relational legal one of subordinate superior official 

behavior is correspondingly devised to play a personal status rather than 

to perform official functions, the relationship between officials and their 
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clients or underlings is one of personal subordination; state officials treat 

their posts as personal fiefdom, use them to extract bribes or to appoint 

relatives; subordinate cannot take official decisions without referring them 

upwards because to do otherwise would be taken to mean slighting the 

authority of the boss.  

Some of the features mentioned above if not all of them are obviously 

noticeable in many developing countries and this precisely is why western 

liberal scholars are quickly concluding that neo patrimonialism, as a 

defining characteristic of developing states breeds corruption to those 

countries. But as it could be expected such above conclusion is pruned to 

contention as some or most of the features of neo patrimonialism ascribed 

to developing nations are as well noticeable in the developed democratic 

nations like North America and Europe. The theorists of prebendalism 

another theory of corruption see the phenomenon as the return for loyalty 

from patronage and groups within the society and for the benefit of 

personal gain and that of supporters. The benefit could either be political 

economic or social in nature. Agubamah (2009). Okojie (2005) quickly 

refer to President Mobutu Seseseko of Zaire (1965-1997), one of the 

longest ruled African who turned the state into personal property and 

embezzled 5 billion US dollars while in office. 

 

Recommendations of the paper 

i. The legislative arm of the Nigerian government should institute a 

proper system of checks and balance to ensure that administrators 

and the executive branch of government is held accountable for their 

actions.  

ii. The powers and authority of the Economic and Financial Crimes 

Commission should be broadened to deal with corrupt acts of 

governmental administrators and those in positions of power. 

iii. There should be a sensitization program led by the government and 

educational institutions to teach Nigerian youths regarding the 

dangers of corruption and the essence of integrity in day to day life.  
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