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Abstract 
The transition from military rule to civilian administration on the 29th May, 1999 

appears to mark the beginning of a new dawn in the annals of the political history 

of Nigeria. However, the gale of impeachments, among others things across the 

country in recent times had posed a serious threat to the entire system as it is 

capable of leading to anarchy and political instability if not checked. The objective 

of this paper, therefore, is to carry out an in-depth analysis of the various cases of 

impeachments in Nigeria with particular reference to the Fourth Republic.  In 

addition, the paper examines the roles of the Judiciary, the Police and the 

Economic and Financial Crimes Commission (EFCC). The paper employs 

historical and descriptive methods as tools for data analysis. The paper finds out 

that none of the impeachment cases examined followed due process as contained 

in sections 143 and 188 of the 1999 constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria. 

The paper therefore, recommends that the rule of law, separation of powers and 

above all, the constitution must be protected and respected while the 

independence of the judiciary must be guaranteed in order to achieve an enduring 

democratic governance in Nigeria 
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Introduction  

Impeachment originated in the 14th century in Britain when it became a means of initiating 

criminal proceedings based on “clamour” or outcry. The Good Parliament of 1376 

produced the first recognized cases of impeachment, the most important being that of 

William, 4th Baron Latimer, who had been closely associated with the government of 

Edward III. Subsequent subjects of impeachment have often been political figures, usually 

royal Ministers. Latimer’s case also marks the point at which impeachment became not 

merely a means of initiating criminal proceeding but also a method of trial. (Britannica 

Encyclopedia Vol.6, 1998). 

 

After the mid-15th century, impeachment fell out of use until the 17th century when it was 

revived as a means by which parliament could get rid of unpopular Ministers, usually 

court favorites protected by the King. From 1621 until 1679, many of the Chief Officers of 

the crown were brought down or at least jeopardized by this powerful parliamentary 

weapon. Among them was the Duke of Buckingham (1626), the Earl of Strafford (1640), 

Archbishop William Laud (1642), the Earl of Clarendon (1667) and Thomas Osborne, the 

Earl of Danby (1678). In the last case it was decided that the King’s power to pardon could 

not stop impeachment against his Ministers (Britannica Encyclopedia Vol.6, 1998). 

 

The use of impeachment gradually waned after this time and by the end of the 18th 

century, it was believed that impeachment was too blunt as a political instrument and that 

there was no longer a need for a criminal process against a royal Minister that the King 

could not stop. And that probably put an end to impeachment proceedings in Britain. 

  

In the United States of America, the impeachment process has rarely been employed or 

used. The most famous case of its use is the one against Andrew Johnson in 1868 who was 

charged with attempting to remove, contrary to statue, the secretary of War, Edwin M. 

Stanton, with inducing a General of the Army to violate an act of Congress and with 

contempt of Congress. Johnson was acquitted by a margin of a single vote. In 1974, the 

Judicial Committee of the House of Representative voted three articles of impeachment 

against President Richard M. Nixon, but Nixon resigned before impeachment proceedings 

in the full house could begin. And again, in the year 2000, the former American President, 

Bill Clinton managed to escape the wrath of the Congressmen during the impeachment 

proceedings instituted against him over the Monica Lewinsky (Britannica Encyclopedia 

Vol.6, 1998). 

  

In Nigeria, because of the interests of the large sections of the ruling blocs and the political 

merchants it serves, the majority of the populace were made to believe that impeachment 
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means “to remove from office”, whereas the original meaning connotes “ to accuse a public 

official before an appropriate tribunal of misconduct in office; to challenge the credibility 

of, to bring an accusation against; to call into question; to cast an imputation upon; to call 

into question; to call into account, etc. (Dawodu, 2006). 

  

In other words, impeachment is similar to charging a citizen before a court of law. This act 

is definitely far from conviction, which may or may not be the conclusion of a trial for a 

trial may result in conviction (on being found guilty). The same thing goes with 

impeachment which may end with the removal of the impeached official from office (if 

found guilty) or (re-affirmation in office if found not guilty). 

  

The 1999 Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria provides in its section 143, for the 

impeachment of the President and the Vice-President while Section 188 provides for the 

impeachment of the State Governors and Deputy Governors (The 1999 Constitution of the 

Federal Republic of Nigeria) 

 

Conceptual Analysis 

The term “Impeachment” has been used widely around the globe at one time or the other. 

Though, the concept has just been introduced to most developing countries. That is, the 

Third World Countries, simply because most of them have just imbibed the spirit of 

democracy. Hence the misuse of the concept in the democratic settings. In other words, it 

is grossly misconceived. 

  

For the purpose of this paper, we shall attempt some of the definitions of impeachment as 

this will give us a better understanding of the concept and further guide against misuse of 

the concept. 

  

According to the New Webster’s Dictionary of English Language (2004), impeachment 

means “to charge with a crime; to accuse a (state official) of treason or corruption before a 

special tribunal; to question the honesty or sincerity of something. 

  

The Oxford Dictionary (1998), defines it as charge with a crime against the state e.g treason; 

charge the holder of a public office with misconduct; and call to question. 

  

By and large, impeachment is the process by which a legislative body formally levels 

charges against high official of government. Impeachment does not necessarily mean 

removal from office as widely believed. In other words, it is a formal accusation issued by 
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a legislature against a public official charged with a crime or other serious misconduct, 

which does not indicate guilt until it is determined at a trial. 

 

Impeachment and Due process 

The process of impeachment is one of the most abused principles of our presidential 

system of government. The main reason for the existence of the impeachment clause is to 

curb the excesses of an office holder or a public officer rather than witch-hunting such an 

individual. In other words, it is a means of keeping them within the constitutional limits.  

But for our legislators both at the national and state levels, the impeachment clause is an 

instrument of power play. In Nigeria, since independence to date, the impeachment clause 

has never been dully followed to sanction any public officer for committing those offences 

the constitution listed out for its attention. 

 

Steps to be followed before an impeachment can be accomplished 

1) The 1999 Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria, made provisions in its 

Sections 143 and 188, for the impeachment of both the President, Vice-president and 

the State Governors with their deputies respectively. 

2) Whenever a notice of any allegation in writing signed by not less than one-third of 

the members of the national Assembly or State House of Assembly 

a) Is represented to the President of the Senate or Speaker of the House; 

b) Stating that the holder of the office of President/Vice-president or 

Governor/Deputy Governor is guilty of gross misconduct in the performance 

of the functions of his office, detailed particulars of which shall be specified 

 

The President of the Senate or the Speaker of the House shall within seven days of the 

receipt of the notice cause a copy thereof to be served on the holder of the office and on 

each member of the National or State House of Assembly and shall also cause any 

statement made in reply to the allegation by the holder of the office to be served on each 

member of national Assembly or State House of Assembly. 

 

3) Within fourteen days of the presentation of the notice to the President of the Senate 

or Speaker (whether or not any statement was made by the holder of the office in 

reply to the allegation contained in the notice) each House of the National Assembly 

or State House of Assembly shall resolve by motion without any debate whether or 

not the allegation shall be investigated. 

4) A motion of the National Assembly or State House of Assembly that the allegations 

be investigated shall not be declared as having been passed, unless it is supported 
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by the votes of not less than two-thirds majority of all members of each House of 

National Assembly or State House of Assembly. 

5) Within seven days of passing of a motion under the foregoing provisions, the Chief 

Justice of the Federation or the State Chief Judge as the case may be, shall at the 

request of the President of the Senate or the Speaker of the State House Assembly 

appoints a panel of seven persons who is in his opinion are of unquestionable 

integrity, not being members of any public service, legislative house or political 

party, to investigate the allegation as provided in these sections, that is sections 143 

and 188 respectively. 

6) The holder of an office whose conduct is being investigated under these sections 

shall have the right to himself in person and be represented before the panel by legal 

practitioners of his own choice. 

7) A panel appointed under these sections shall- 

a) Have such powers and exercise its functions in accordance with such 

procedure as may be prescribed by the National Assembly or the State House 

of Assembly and: 

b) Within three months of its appointment report its findings to each of the 

National Assembly or the State House of Assembly. 

8) Where the panel reports to each of the National Assembly or the State House of 

Assembly that the allegation has not been proved, no further proceedings shall be 

taken in respect of the matter. 

9) Where the report of the panel is that the allegations against the holder of the office 

has been proved, then within fourteen days of the receipt of the response of the 

National Assembly or the State House of Assembly shall consider the report and if 

by a resolution of each of  the National Assembly or the State House of Assembly 

supported by not less than two-thirds majority of all its members, the report of the 

panel is adopted, then the holder of the office shall stand removed from office as 

from the date of the adoption of the report. 

10) No proceedings or determination of the panel or of the National Assembly or the 

State House of Assembly or any mater relating thereto shall be entertained or 

questioned in any court. 

 

However, the president/Vice president of Governors/Deputy Governors as the case may 

be, cannot be removed or prosecuted for a criminal offence while in office, therefore, the 

only means by which he/she can be censored would be under the impeachment process. 

 

 

 



Port Harcourt Journal Of History & Diplomatic Studies    | www.phjhds.com Vol.8 N0. 1 March, 2021 

 

Impeachment and Democratic Governance in Nigeria: A Historical Appraisal             100 

Cases of Impeachment Saga 

The wave of impeachment saga was first experienced in Bayelsa State in December 15, 

2005, when Governor Diepreye Alamieyeseigha was removed from office by seventeen out 

of twenty-four members of the State House of Assembly. The Governor could be blamed 

for his misfortune because he dug his own grave by jumping bail in London where he was 

being tried for money laundering. As a result of this, eye-brows were not raised over his 

impeachment despite its unconstitutionality, knowing fully well that he has bitten more 

than he could chew, he did not challenge the matter in the court of law (The Nation, 2005). 

 

The Oyo State impeachment saga consisted of a high level political manipulation by the 

power that be. The genesis of what metamorphosed into impeachment was purely an 

expression of power play between Governor Rashidi Ladoja and Chief Lamidi Adedibu, a 

renowned Ibadan politician who happen to be his erstwhile political godfather. The final 

onslaught came on Thursday 12, 2006, when the erstwhile Governor of Oyo State was 

removed from office by eighteen out of thirty-two members of the State House of Assembly 

loyal to his estranged political godfather, Chief Lamidi Adedibu over what they claimed 

to be gross misconduct committed by the Governor (Ogunmola, 2006). The Governor later 

went to court to challenge the legality of his removal and after a fierce legal battle, he was 

subsequently favoured by the Supreme Court judgement and returned to his seat( 

Ogunmola, 2006). 

 

In Ekiti State, the Economic and Financial Crimes Commission (EFCC) and other invisible 

power were seen to be the brain behind the impeachment of Governor Ayodele Fayose 

and his Deputy Chief (Mrs) Abiodun Olujimi (Nigerian Tribune,2006). The EFCC was 

alleged to have coerced the members of the State House Assembly to carry out the 

impeachment over an allegation of corrupt practices. The whole exercise was marred with 

so many irregularities.  The judiciary that was supposed to play the role of an unbiased 

umpire could not help the matter. The aftermath was the declaration of a state of 

emergency in Ekiti State in October 19, 2006. 

 

The case of Anambra State was the most pathetic and embarrassing in the sense that it was 

purely a naked display of power. The disagreement between the Governor, Chris Ngige 

and his estranged political godfather, Chris Uba was alleged to be over the sharing formula 

of state’s resources (Punch,2004).  Chris Uba and his cohorts (the presidency) tries as much 

as possible to remove the Governor through impeachment but it failed as the Governor 

has the support of State House of Assembly and public sympathy. The failure of Chris Uba 

and his colaborators informed their decision to allege that Chris Ngige did not win the 

gubernatorial poll and this eventually led to the exit of Chris Ngige in June, 2006. (Punch, 
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2006). In a similar circumstance as it happened in other states, the new Governor, Peter 

Obi, was not allowed to enjoy the “honeymoon” as he was impeached by a handful of the 

members of the State House of Assembly on November 2, 2006 on allegation of gross 

misconduct. A large section of the populace, however, attributed his removal from office 

to political differences. However, his unlawful removal prompted him to seek for court 

redress and the court declared his removal as unconstitutional. The Governor was, 

however, not lucky to regain his seat like his counterpart in Oyo State. 

 

The removal of Governor Joshua Dariye of Plateau State from office was another case of 

impeachment saga. Although, there were many allegations levelled against him including 

money laundering but rather than allowing the impeachment to take the normal course, 

the whole exercise was alleged to have been manipulated with the assistance of Economic 

and Financial Crime Commission (EFCC). And finally, the Governor was removed by four 

out of twenty-four members of the State House of Assembly on November 13, 2006. 

(Nigerian Tribune, 2006). 

 

The last but not the least was the impeachment saga which involved both the Deputy 

Governors of Kogi and Ondo states in 2019 and 2020 respectively. Mr Simeon Achuba, the 

former Deputy Governor of Kogi state had on the 18th October, 2019 approached the court 

to challenge his removal from office by the House of Assembly and subsequent 

replacement by Mr Edward Onoja, the former Chief of Staff to Governor Yahaya Bello of 

Kogi state. 

 

In his judgement, Justice John Olorunfemi of Kogi High Court IV declared that the process 

leading to the purported impeachment and subsequent nomination of another person to 

the office by the law makers was a violation of the constitution. He described the action of 

the Assembly members as “a constitutional coup, hatched and executed in a democracy” 

and said that it ran contrary to section 188(8) of the Federal Republic of Nigeria,1999 [As 

Amended]. 

 

The section, according to him, provided for the stoppage of further action by the Assembly 

having discovered that Mr Achuba was not found wanting by the report of the 

Investigative Panel of Inquiry set up by the state Chief Judge. He therefore, wondered why 

the legislators whose responsibility it is to make laws for the state turned out to be “law 

breakers” [Premium Times, 2020]. 

 

The case of the defected Deputy Governor of Ondo state, Hon. Agboola Ajayi who was 

served with impeachment notice by the state House of Assembly over the allegation of 
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gross misconduct could not see the light of the day because the Chief Judge of the state, 

Justice Oluwatoyin Akeredolu had refused to honour a letter purportedly written by the 

Speaker, Rt. Hon. Bamidele Oleyelogun, to set up a seven- man panel to probe Hon. 

Agboola Ajayi over allegation of gross misconduct based on the fact that the impeachment 

motion could not meet the constitutional requirement of two – thirds majority of the 

members of the state House of Assembly [Vanguard, 2020]. 

 

The Role of the Judiciary 

The role of the judiciary cannot be overemphasized in any given society be it military or 

civilian. It is the duty of the body to protect and to ensure compliance with the constitution. 

And whenever any constitutional problem arises, it has the sole responsibility to intervene 

since it is regarded as the last hope of the ordinary man. In an attempt to fulfil this sacred 

obligation, the last two decades has been an acid test for the nation’s judiciary. 

Furthermore, the judiciary is supposed to be an unbiased umpire if democratic governance 

is to be sustained in Nigeria. If the Chief Judges are not to be trusted with the provision of 

the constitution, then the judiciary cannot be said to offer any hope for justice delivery in 

the country. 

 

The constitution clearly stated that at least two-thirds majority of the members of National 

Assembly or the State House of Assembly must be fully satisfied before any impeachment 

can be carried out. There has been a lot of constitutional violations in this regard. Quite a 

number of states where their Governors/Deputy Governors were impeached do not satisfy 

this condition. For instance, none of the cases in Bayelsa, Oyo, Ekiti, Anambra, Plateau and 

Kogi States satisfied the constitutional two-thirds majority before the impeachment was 

carried out. This was a clear ‘rape’ on the constitution and the rule of law which if not 

urgently addressed portends a serious danger to our nascent democracy. 

 

In reality, the judiciary has been struggling very valiantly to find its feet having suffered 

the brunt of the executive rampage during the military era and currently serve as the 

willing tools in the hands of the State Chief Executives and gradually, the principle of the 

independence of the judiciary is fast fading away. 

 

The Role of the Police 

The activities of the police in the impeachment process is worthy of investigation, hence 

the need to examine the role of the Police in the entire scenario. 

 

Constitutionally, in section 214(i) of Nigerian Constitution, it is stated that there shall be a 

police force for Nigeria…. Members shall have such powers and duties as may be 
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conferred upon them by law. On the general duties of the Police Act, the Constitution 

provides that “the Police shall employ for the prevention and detection of crime, the 

apprehension of offenders; the preservation of law and order, the protection of life and 

property”, etc. (Ikhariale,2006). 

 

As a law enforcement agency. It is expected that whenever judgement is delivered by the 

judiciary, the police should take necessary steps to ensure compliance. In the case of 

Nigeria and on the issue of impeachment, this is still far from being realized. For instance, 

Governor Rashidi Ladoja of Oyo State was impeached by eighteen out of the thirty-two 

members of Oyo State House of Assembly and on November 3, 2006, the impeachment 

was nullified by the court of Appeal sitting in Ibadan and ordered that Governor Rashidi 

Ladoja be re-instated after his ten months old controversial impeachment (The Nation, 

2006). After the Court of Appeal judgement that ruled in favour of Governor Ladoja, it was 

expected that the Police would move in to enforce the judgement of the court but this was 

far from being accomplished. The Inspector –general of Police that ought to have given 

directives to restoring the security detail of Governor Ladoja reneged. He was quoted as 

saying that “he would need clarification and service of the judgement before enforcing it” 

(The Nation, 2006) 

 

This attitude of the Police by not enforcing the judgement passed by the Court of Appeal 

received quite a lot of criticisms from political analysts and the general public. It was said 

that when Governor Ladoja was removed from office, there were so many cases and 

injunctions in court which the Police did not respect (The Nation, 2006). Hence, the police 

had been criticized as biased and partial. This type of ugly trend on the part of Nigeria 

police is unhealthy for the survival of democracy and the rule of law. For democratic 

governance to survive, each organ of government, the legislature, the executive and the 

judiciary should play its role with fairness to one another. No arm of government should 

allow itself to be unduly influenced by the other for any reason whatsoever. 

 

The Role of the Economic and Financial Crime Commission (EFCC) 

The Economic and Financial Crimes Commission (EFCC) was created in 2003 by an Act of 

Parliament with a mandate to fight economic and financial crimes through prevention, 

investigation and prosecution. The Commission was also charged with the responsibility 

of enforcing the provisions of other laws and regulations relating to economic and financial 

crimes. These include the Money Laundering Prohibition Act of 2004, the Advanced Free 

Fraud (and other fraud Related) Offences Act 1995, the Failed Banks (Recovery of Debts) 

and Financial Malpractices in Banks Act 1994, the Banks and Other Financial Institutional 

Act, 1991 and the Miscellaneous Offence Act, 1983. (Uwugiaren, 2006). 



Port Harcourt Journal Of History & Diplomatic Studies    | www.phjhds.com Vol.8 N0. 1 March, 2021 

 

Impeachment and Democratic Governance in Nigeria: A Historical Appraisal             104 

It was an established fact that this anti – graft agency (EFCC) was highly instrumental to 

the gale of impeachment that blew across the country in recent times. The Commission 

was supposed to perform the role of a watchdog on public office holders which is in line 

with its statutory functions. It had at various times indicted serving Governors on cases of 

financial misappropriation, embezzlement of public funds and money laundering among 

others. 

 

At this juncture, we may ask ourselves this question: what were the strategies employed 

by the EFCC that eventually led to the impeachment of our erring Governors? 

 

The answers are not far-fetched. The Commission in their usual character would forward 

allegations of the offences committed by such Governor to the State House of Assembly 

for investigation as the case was in Ekiti State. After this, it was expected that the State 

House of Assembly would initiate a panel to investigate such charges and on the basis of 

that investigations, commence impeachment proceedings. In situations whereby the State 

House of Assembly refuses to investigate such allegations, the Commission had always 

employed other measures such as arrest and detention of state legislators. For instance, for 

two days, EFCC officials were in Jos, the Plateau state capital, trying to prevail on the State 

House of Assembly to look into the allegations to no avail, until eight of the members were 

whisked to Lagos and detained on allegations that they were part of the conduit pipes used 

by Governor Joshua Dariye to loot the state treasury (Ogunmodede, 2006). This was the 

pattern used in almost all the states where the impeachment of the serving Governor took 

place at one time or the other. 

 

However, the role of the EFCC in the present democratic dispensation had generated quite 

a lot of controversy among scholars and political analysts in recent times. While a school 

of thought believed that the Commission does not have the constitutional right to embark 

on the arrest and detention of public office holders, others held a contrary view believing 

that the Commission has the enabling right and has been constitutionally empowered to 

carry out such an exercise. 

 

The first school of thought believed that the right to arrest and detain a suspect lies only 

with the police and no other organizations are permitted by law to exercise such right. But 

in a situation whereby ‘Almighty’ EFCC performs such function as to arrest and detain a 

suspect is not only an aberration but equally embarrassing, intimidating and un healthy 

for our nascent democracy. This school believed that since the 1999 constitution does not 

recognize the existence of EFCC, therefore it should not be allowed to perform such 

function. The 1999 constitution, in section 214(1) stipulates that, “there shall be a Police 
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force for Nigeria, which shall be known as the Nigeria Police Force and subject to the 

provisions of this section, no other Police shall be established for the Federation or any part 

thereof” 

 

The Nigeria Police Force is the only force in Federal Republic of Nigeria responsible for 

the prevention and detention of crime, the apprehension of offenders, the preservation of 

law and order, the protection of lives and property and the enforcement of all laws and 

regulations made by the Federal and State Governments as well as bye-laws made by the 

Local government authorities (Akande, 2000). 

  

Furthermore, this school of thought argued that since the constitution from where the 

power of the police force is derived is supreme and since that particular section of the 

constitution had not been amended, where then did the National Assembly derive the 

power to create EFCC that now goes about investigating the expenditure of state 

government funds as well as arresting, detaining and prosecuting public officials in the 

name of fighting corruption? Hence, they see the EFCC as an illegal and unconstitutional 

institution. The school went on to say that the anti-corruption crusade by the EFCC is 

selective and targeted at perceived and real political enemies of the president (Omenuwa, 

2006). The Commission had been further criticized for not following due process and has 

no regard for the rule of law in the execution of its assignment. 

  

The other school who believed in the work of this anti-graft Commission posited that EFCC 

is honestly and sincerely determined to fight corruption in the nation. They pointed to the 

fact that Nigeria had moved from number three (3) in the world corruption index to 

number six (6) as shown in the record recently released by Transparency International (T.I). 

To this school, this report is insultive and embarrassing (Omenuwa, 2006). 

  

Whichever way one look at it, one cannot deny the fact that the EFCC has succeeded in 

making an indelible mark on the threshold of history as far as its anti-corruption crusade 

in this country is concerned. The anti-corruption crusade of the EFCC is a warning signal 

for all serving Governors and other political office holders. They now realized that the 

immunity clause that has hitherto shielded them from prosecution now has some 

limitations. This, however, would promote the virtue of transparency and accountability 

in financial management and check the flagrant abuse of political office under the guise of 

immunity. 
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Implications for the survival of Democracy 

It is not unusual for presidential systems to experience this kind of tussle between the 

branches of government, but the fact that it is not unusual does not justify it, hence the 

need for caution in the impeachment process. More importantly, when it does not justify 

its purpose, it is capable of leading to anarchy. For example, the impeachment of Governor 

Ladoja of Oyo State in January, 2006 generated series of accusations and counter-

accusations between the two groups of legislators which led to the breakdown of law and 

order. In Plateau State, the story was not different where lives and properties were 

reportedly lost. This is an open invitation to the military class. 

  

Closely related to the print being raised above is the economic implications. Business 

transactions can only thrive in a peaceful atmosphere. This single factor among other 

things is largely responsible for poor economic activities of Africa. The truth of the matter 

is that whatever may be the level of encouragement and persuasion from the host country, 

no wise man will like to invest in an environment that is not safe. 

  

The art of governance is not as easy task, it is against this background that philosophers 

are of the opinion that mediocre should not be allowed to wield political powers. For this 

reason, impeachment should be used carefully otherwise it may likely pave way for a 

political idiot whose antecedents are not known before and the consequences may be 

unbearable for the general public. 

  

Lastly, when it is used to settle scores or political differences among politicians, it may not 

bring the desired development to democracy, which is a dangerous trend. 

 

Summary and Recommendations 

From the foregoing analysis, it is clearly evident that none of the impeachment cases earlier 

discussed above followed due process as it is contained in sections 143 and 188 of the 1999 

constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria. In concrete term, the process of removing 

a President/Vice-President or Governors/Deputy from office through impeachment is a 

very complex and tedious one. Beyond this, the process is essentially political and not 

legal. This is so because a certain minimum number of members of the National Assembly 

or State House of Assembly, as the case may be, is required to endorse a charge before the 

process begins; a higher percentage of endorsement is required to start an investigation 

and finally whatever the findings or verdict of the panel investigating the charges are, only 

the National Assembly or the State House of Assembly’s two-thirds majority endorsement 

can punish the President/Vice-President or Governors/Deputy. 
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Nigeria politicians should borrow a leaf from the Western world where impeachment must 

reflect a serious dereliction of duty and a substantial violation of constitutional and legal 

responsibilities rather than using it to settle political differences. For example, little 

guidance can be gotten from the United States of America. The Monica Lewinsky saga 

clearly illustrates the problem of the determination of what offences are to be regarded as 

“Impeachable offences”. It will be recalled that the Congress tried to impeach President 

Clinton not only for the fact that he had an “immoral” sexual relation with an intern in the 

White House but also that he denied such association which he later admitted and for 

which he publicly apologized. The crux of the debate and the public discussion was 

whether that conduct constituted an impeachable offence or not. However, the American 

Congress pardoned him and eventually voted against the impeachment. (Akande,2000) 

 

Finally, the rule of law, separation of powers and above all, the constitution must be 

protected and respected while the independence of the judiciary must be guaranteed in 

order to act without fear of favour. 
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