
INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF RESEARCH CULTURE SOCIETY            ISSN: 2456-6683       Volume - 3, Issue - 1,  Jan – 2019 

Monthly, Peer-Reviewed, Refereed, Indexed Journal                                        Impact Factor: 4.526            Publication Date: 31/01/2019 

 

Available online on - WWW.IJRCS.ORG Page 89 

A CRITICAL ASSESSMENT OF THE ‘NOT TOO YOUNG TO RUN 

ACT’ AND DEMOCRACY IN NIGERIA 
 

1Emmanuel E. ETIM,    2Otu O. DUKE  

   1 Peace Studies and Conflict Resolution,     2Department of Public Administration, 
1National Open University of Nigeria,        2University of Calabar 

Email -   1Emmaetim1@gmail.com      2otuduke76@yahoo.com  

     

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1. INTRODUCTION: 

As ‘political equals’ constitute the major characteristic of democracy, it beacons, therefore, on everyone within 

a defined political space to attend a responsiveness which will accord them the opportunity to formulate preferences as 

well as align same either by individual or collective actions to their fellow citizen or the government of their choice. 

The Nigerian Constitution of 1999 as amended 2011 has disrupted this important characteristic of democracy by 

disqualifying persons below the ages 40, 35 and 30 from throwing their hats into the ring during presidential, 

governorship, Senate, House of Representative and House of Assembly elections in the country. The principle of ‘all 

citizens are eligible for all posts’ frowns at age barrier in a democratically configure country.  From Nigeria’s return to 

democracy in 1999, known faces have resurfaced in successive elections, especially at the Federal level. Most of these 

persons have been in positions of authority between 60s and 80s. Some of these politicians have ruled as military heads 

during the military regime and are still making efforts to get into the Aso Rock. This situation has triggered several 

debates from scholars and the general public, as regards the place of the youths in Nigeria government and politics. 

However, on the 31st day of May, 2018 an historic event took place in Nigeria. The event was the signing of the 

“Not too young to run Bill” into law by President Muhammadu Buhari. The Bill which is now the “Not too Young to 

Run Act” (NTYTRA) was passed by the 8th National Assembly, under the leadership of Bukola Saraki (Senate 

President). The NTYTRA has been seen as the most followed public bill in the Country right from when democracy 

was restored in 1999 (Amadi, 2018). The NTYTRA amends the Constitution by reducing the age qualification for certain 

elective offices created by the Constitution (Sesan, 2018). Today, the bill has generated lots of arguments in support and 

against it. Those against NTYTRA believes that it is arrant nonsense, a deceit, useless, unnecessary and a pyrrhic victory, 

those in support posits that it is a victory for democracy, a historic event and opportunity for the youths to decide the 

future of the Country (Amadi, 2018). The aim of this study is to consider the pros and cons of NTYTRA. Emphasis will 

be placed on its implications on Nigeria’s democracy. The study will also take into account the arguments for as well 

as arguments against the NTYTRA. 

 

1.1 Objectives of the Study 

The broad objective of this study is to critically assess the NTYTRA and democracy in Nigeria. Specifically, this 

study will; 

a. Examine how effective the proper application of NTYTRA will be in the enhancement of democracy in Nigeria 
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b. How NTYTRA strengthens the doctrine and practice of free, fair and credible elections and mass participation 

in elections in Nigeria. 

1.2 Research Hypotheses 

Ho1:  There is no positive correlation between NTYTRA and democracy in Nigeria 

Ho2: There is no significant relationship between NTYTRA, free, fair and credible elections and mass participation 

in Nigerian elections 

 

2. CONCEPTUAL & THEORETICAL EXPLANATIONS: 

Like many other concepts in social science, democracy has been subjected to varying contradictory practices and 

antagonistic definitions. This is owing to its rapid spread and practice among countries around the world (Ajayi & Ojo, 

2014). Today, it becomes difficult to pin down democracy, due to its wide praise. Democracy is the rule of the people. 

According to Obianyo (2008), “the people” is ‘the raison d’tre of governance’. Robespierre (1758-1794) saw democracy 

as “state in which the people, as sovereign, guided by laws of its own making, does for itself all that it can do well”. 

This definition of democracy places emphasis on ‘willingness’, both on the part of the citizens and the elected. ‘Doing 

for itself all that it can do’ well explains the needlessness of placing barriers, especially on people who are willing to 

serve the interest of the general public and are also the interest of the general public. This fault the position of the 

Nigerian Constitution of 1999 which restricts persons below ages as stated in the introductory part of this study from 

contesting during elections. The Athenian democracy allowed for citizens above the age of 20 to take active parts in the 

affairs of the state. Although, the Athenian democracy had some weaknesses, especially in the aspect of women 

involvement, much can still be said concerning its position on age qualification. In the classical principles of democracy, 

as listed out by Aristotle, “all the citizens are eligible for all posts and officials of the city state will come through the 

elections”. Of course, governance is more about providing for the well-being and security of the people. As noted by 

Abumbe, Peter, Etim & Akah (2018), any government that can’t provide that has lost its essence. This does not have 

any relationship with age. Age has not played any role in good governance and democracy. It is all about political will 

and individual’s leadership styles and skill. It is about having the interest of the people at heart. 

2.1 The NTYTRA 

The NTYTRA alters the following sections of the1999 constitution of Nigeria, as amended in 2011: Section 65 

(1); Section 106 (B); Section 131 (B); Section 171 (B). Before the passing into law of the bill, it was stipulated that the 

age qualification for the President, Governor, Senator, House of Representative Member, and State House of Assembly 

were 40, 35, 35, 30 and 30 respectively. Interestingly, the NTYTRA gives room for persons below the aforementioned 

age ranges to contest for elective positions in the Country. Today the new law allows for persons from age 30 to contest 

in the presidential poll, while people from age ranges 30, 30, 25 and 25 can contest for the Governorship, Senate, House 

of Representatives and House of Assembly respectively (Okogba, 2018).  The NTYTRA is expected to expand the field 

for more potential candidates, promote democracy (Daily post, 2018), promote youth development and empowerment 

(as promised by the 8th National Assembly,  save as an opportunity for the youth to decide the future of the country and 

an agenda for paradigm shift, especially in the introduction of young suitable and qualified Nigerians, in their numbers 

into Administrative, leadership and governance in the country (Okogba, 2018), and enable youths to contribute to nation 

building through public service. 

 

2.2 The NTYTRA: A Critique 

Several arguments have arisen after the passage of the NTYTRA into law. Popular among these arguments against 

the new law are the following: 

 The law does not set ceiling to stop oldies from contesting (Sesan, 2018): Here, critics of the new law are of the 

opinion that there should also be age limits for eligibility to contest. Most of these persons believe that the 

retirement age in public service (60 – 70 years) should be adopted as the age limit to contest for elective offices 

in the country. To these persons, if administrators in public service are made to retire at age 60 from simply 

signing and documenting files in offices, how much more the office of the ‘President’ who is expected the serve 

the entire nation? 

 A Pyrrhic victory: the “victory” in NTYTRA is tantamount to defeat. Pyrrhic victory which is named after King 

Pyrahus of Epirus. This was due to the irreplaceable casualty his soldiers sustained during the Battles of 

Heraclea and Asculum in 280Bc and 279Bc respectively. Critics have seen the disadvantages of NTYTRA as 

outweighing its advantages in many ways (Pattie, 1997, Kohn, 2006; Lazar, 1999). 

 Gratuitous and Making Mountain out of a mole hill (Odey, 2018). He made reference to the Amendment Act of 

2016 (Telecommunications & Postal offences; Water Resources) which never had any significant impact on 

Nigerians. 

 An impossible move: critics have also made reference to the United States of America from where Nigeria 

adapted the presidential system of government. According to them, U.S. has never had a President of age 35 



INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF RESEARCH CULTURE SOCIETY            ISSN: 2456-6683       Volume - 3, Issue - 1,  Jan – 2019 

Monthly, Peer-Reviewed, Refereed, Indexed Journal                                        Impact Factor: 4.526            Publication Date: 31/01/2019 

 

Available online on - WWW.IJRCS.ORG Page 91 

from its independence till date. The youngest according to these people was Kennedy, Clinton and Roosevelt, 

who were all above 40 years before becoming presidents. 

 Altruistic Nigerian Youths are more interested in killing or making fortune from the corridors of power. 

 Too much emphasis on youthfulness instead of ability to deliver outcomes. 

 A political capital for the ruling party. 

 The NTYTRA cannot change the opaqueness of  Nigerian government (Okogba, 2018) 

 Effort in futility: some Nigerians have describe the NTYTRA as an effort in futility, stating that the NTYTRA 

will remain null and void until it is accommodated in the Nigerian Constitution which is the supreme law “and 

any law that is inconsistent with the Constitution is null and void to the extent of inconsistency” (Olumide, 

2018). 

 

3. METHODOLOGY: 

Both qualitative and quantitative methods of data analysis were adopted for this study. According to Duke, 

Odey and Etim (2017), the qualitative methods give deeper information concerning the nature of communication process 

in a research. Questionnaire was administered, interviews were conducted and extant literature were reviewed. These 

include newspapers, journals and text books. Few samples were drawn from three geo—political zones in Nigeria (the 

West, North, and the South). Interviews were also granted to academics in selected universities in the country. Data 

generated were tested using Chi Square at 0.05 level of significance, to ascertain the effects of NTYTRA on democracy 

in Nigeria. 

 

4. ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION: 

4.1  Data Presentation 

 

Table 1: Some (Popular) Prospective candidates for 2019 Presidential election in Nigeria and 

their ages. 

S/N Name DoB/ 

Present Age 

Present/Previously Held Position 

1 Mohammadu Buhari 75 years 1. Military Head of State 

2. President 2015-date 

2 Atiku Abubakar 71 years 1. Former custom Boss 

2. Former Vice President 

3 Ibrahim Dankwambo 56 years Governor of Gombe State 

4 Sule Lamido 69 years Former Jigawa State Governor 

5 Ahmad Makarfi 61 years Former PDP caretaker Chairman 

6 Taminu Turaki 61 years Former Minister of Special Duties 

7 Ayo Fayose 57 years Governor of Ekiti State 

8 Donald Duke 57 years Former Governor of Cross River State 

9 Kingsley Moghalu 55 years Former Deputy Governor of Central Bank 

of Nigeria 

10 Olufunmilayo 

Adesanya-Davies 

56 years Lecturer 

11 Remi Sonaiya 63 years Lecturer 

12 Adesanya Fegbenro-

Bryon 

59 years Chairman/CEO of Mothergold Limited 

13 Rabiu Musa 

Kwankwaso 

61 years 1. Senator 

2. Former Governor of Kano State 

14 Ali Modu Sheriff 62 years 1. Former Senator 

2. Former Governor of Borno State 

Source: Authors’ compilation. 

 

From table 1 above, the youngest popular prospective candidate for the 2019 presidential election in Nigeria is 

Kingsley Moghalu who is 55 years of age. This table is not an indicator to the fact that there are no younger candidates 

for the forthcoming presidential election. However, it shows those whose names have been known in the political arena. 

This implies that before the NTYTRA, many youths below the age of 30 years have not begun nurturing the idea of 

becoming the president of Nigeria. Hence, the question: who is a young person in Nigeria? 
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Table 1: Chi-square (x2) distribution table of hypothesis 1 & 2 

Test Statistics 

 

Ho1: There is no positive correlation 

between NTYTRA and democracy in 

Nigeria 

Ho2: There is no significant relationship 

between NTYTRA, free, fair and credible 

elections 

Chi-Square 745.860a 550.583a 

df 4 4 

Asymp. Sig. .000 .000 

a. 0 cells (0.0%) have expected frequencies less than 5. The minimum expected cell frequency is 650.4. 

 

4.2 Discussion 
In hypothesis one, given the degree of freedom of 4, Asymp. Sig. of .000 and the minimum expected frequency of 

650.4 and the calculated value of X2 which is 745.860a is greater than the critical table value of 9.488. Thus, the null 

hypothesis was rejected while the alternate hypothesis is accepted. This implies that there is a positive correlation 

between NTYTRA and democracy in Nigeria. Also, in hypothesis two, given the degree of freedom of 4, Asymp. Sig. 

of .000 and the minimum expected frequency of 650.4 and the calculated value of X2 which is 550.583a is greater than 

the Tabulated X2 of 9.488. Therefore, the null hypothesis was rejected, while the alternate hypothesis is accepted. This 

shows that there is a significant relationship between NTYTRA, free, fair and credible elections. 

 

5. NTYTRA AND DEMOCRACY IN NIGERIA: 

As the popular saying goes “a house is not built in a day” and “the journey of a thousand miles begins with just 

a step”. It becomes pertinent, therefore, to understand that Nigeria, as a country cannot achieve political excellence 

within a twinkle of an eye. Not, especially, when the Country has undergone many years of undemocratic practices in 

government, unpatriotism, oppression and political lopsidedness. From the return to democracy in 1999, elections have 

been a thing of the oldies, while the youths are relegated to becoming instruments of violence, rigging and other forms 

of election malpractices. The 1999 Constitution restricted the eligibility to contest for the Presidency to Forty (40) years 

(see Section 131) (Onibokun, 2014). The age 35 was stipulated for Senators and Governors (see Section 65-79), 30 

years for House of Representatives and House of Assembly members. This implied that below the age 30 in Nigeria, no 

matter one’s level of integrity, intellectual capacity and qualification, he is illegible to contest for elective offices (like 

the ones listed above) in the country. The big question arises: was this actually democratic? Democracy, as the world’s 

most valid and viable system of government, provides for the rule of the people. Democracy rests on two fundamental 

principles: Individual autonomy – no imposition of rules by one to another and equality – where everyone has same 

opportunity to make or influence societal decisions. Before now, the Nigerian Constitution carefully imposed rules 

restricting youths from contesting in the Presidential and other polls. Although, it is not in the scope of this paper to dig 

into the motive behind the restrictions in the 1999 Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria; it is important to 

note that the error has lasted for longer than was necessary as it undermined the principle of equality and no imposition. 

Elections in Nigeria have been defined by exclusions of the majority (youths) and perhaps the unorganized masses have 

remained vulnerable to the “take who you see” syndrome or the “highest bidder” syndrome. It is common place to say 

that the signing of the NTYTRB into law is a pyrrhic victory, impossible move, a political capital for the ruling party 

(APC), among others. However, “if the truth must not beg for believe, it patiently waits for discovery”. Therefore, the 

organization of naming ceremony for what is likely to become Nigeria’s most dedicated move towards democracy is 

rather pathetic and uncalled for. It is also worthy to note that Nigeria, as these issues should be detached from party or 

other groups affiliation. Issues of development, be it political or constitutionally motivated should be given constructive, 

not destructive criticisms, as no public policy has been able to fix every problem or satisfied every member of the 

society. It is normal for some groups to oppose the NTYTRA, but there should be elements of constructivism in the 

critique. 

It is important also to state that the NTYTRA has expanded the field for more potential candidates. This in itself 

is capable of redefining democracy in Nigeria, because as more people, especially the youths, can now throw their hats 

into the ring, the electorates are left with ample talent to choose from, as opposed to provision practice where it was any 

option other than a particular candidate where credibility was not really considered because it was a show or regular 

faces in the ring. With the NTYTRA, campaigns in Nigeria will go beyond simply finding shallow loopholes in the sole 

opposition party candidate or party to attempt a more challenging homework of flagging its best brain and most qualified 

instead of the candidate with the fattest   bank account. This paradigm shift will increase the number of well-read and 

intelligent youth in the political space of Nigeria. It is actually a victory for democracy and a welcome to development 

because it seeks to introduce inclusiveness in political participation (Warami, 2018). Several studies have been 

conducted earlier by scholars of physiology, but none of these studies found a ‘’link age and wisdom orb between age 

and leadership skills’ (Warami, 2018).  Therefore, Nigerian youths can be political leaders instead of “disruptive 

elements, things and social media mobs’ (Bona, 2018).                
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6. CONCLUSION: 

The thrust of this paper was to critically examine NTYTRA and its impacts on Nigeria’s democracy. Democracy 

has been seen as the rule by the people.  It is a system of government where the people have the liberty to choose who 

they want as their leader or representative. In a democracy, all the citizens are eligible for all posts and officials of the 

country will come through elections. Hence, the placement of age barrier, as seen in the 1999 Constitution (as amended) 

did the nation more harm than good. Although there are many criticisms of NTYTRA, it is important to note that a 

journey of thousand miles usually begins with a step. A house cannot be built in a day. The NTYTRA should not be 

considered as a campaign tool for the ruling party because it has come to stay. Rather, youths and Nigerians should 

wake up to the current reality and grab the opportunity to make a difference in Nigerian politics. It is worthy to note that 

the NTYTRA has expanded the field for more potential candidates. This in itself is capable of redefining democracy in 

Nigeria, because as more people, especially the youths, can now throw their hats into the ring, the electorates are left 

with ample talent to choose from, as opposed to provision practice where it was any option other than a particular 

candidate where credibility was not really considered because it was a show or regular faces in the ring. Also, from the 

findings in this study, it has been revealed that NTYTRA can promote Nigeria’s democracy and pave way for free, fair 

and credible elections, as well as mass participation of citizens during elections. 

 

7. RECOMMENDATIONS: 

 From statistics, the youths form the largest parts of the Nigerian population. Therefore it is important that we 

restructure the leadership machinery of Nigeria to create space for the young people, who hold the future of our 

great nation. 

 The NTYTRA should be seen as a tool for power and leadership transmission from old to young and from past 

to the future. 

 The older persons should not see the NTYTRA as a technical elimination move, or an act to make them 

irrelevant in the political space. Rather, they should consider it to be a move towards the right direction to right 

the wrongs in Nigerian politics. With this, therefore, they should play advisory roles to the younger generations 

and be ready to make valuable contributions whenever the call comes. 
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