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ABSTRACT 

Africa is a vast continent with such a diverse and complex culture, which requires us to be careful in our language 

as we discuss and debate about the continent. Thus, the question of democracy in Africa is nowadays a debate that 

divides very schematically the political scientists. For instance, it is when it comes to the identification of the 

beginning of democratization in the continent, the description of the level of advan-cement in the democratic 

practice or even the nature of democracy that the differ-ences arise. Although one thing remains undisputable: the 

practice of democracy in Africa suffers from many problems such as, misunderstanding, violence, problem of 

adaptation, multiple numbers of political party. Africa is a vast continent with such a diverse and complex culture, 

which requires us to be careful in our language as we discuss and debate about the continent. Thus, the question of 

democracy in Africa is nowadays a debate that divides very schematically the political scientists. For in-stance, it is 

when it comes to the identification of the beginning of democratization in the continent, the description of the level 

of advancement in the democratic prac-tice or even the nature of democracy that the differences arise. However, 

one thing remains undisputable: the practice of democracy in Africa suffers from many problems such as, 

misunderstanding, violence, problem of adaptation, multiple numbers of political party. 

 

I INTRODUCTION 

The choice of this topic is far from being an accident; it is intended to solve a real con-cern which is the political 

crisis. If economics is the heart of society, politics is its brain. In the same way, the political crisis in Africa arose 

out of issues relating to democracy. As citizens from Africa and political science researchers, we could not ignore 

this situation. Then we gave ourselves the duty to make a modest contribution. Our motiva-tion is firstly to have a 

better analysis of the situation in order to make concrete pro-posals. Secondly, we want to give hope to those who no 

longer believed in the possibili-ty of the rise of Africa. It is clear that hope is the backbone of possibility in the sense 

that its absence makes the nation static and promotes laziness. Hope is the key of tran-scendence and the realization 

of dreams (Aga, 2008). So when the United States was in a deep crisis, the slogan of Barrack Obama was “yes we 

can’’. The conviction shall be associated to the action in order to reset the state machine on the way of a bright 

future. After identifying the challenges to overcome, the right step becomes imperative espe-cially in the context of 

an emerging nation. Africa is a great continent according to its history and must preserve this prestige. Undoubtedly, 
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the challenges of democracy in Africa are indeed surmountable. The main message conveyed by this work is hope. 

In this paper, after a brief conceptual analysis of democracy, we will outline the issues related to democracy in 

Africa, common problems and some suggestion of solutions. 

 

II  WHAT IS DEMOCRACY? 

Etymologically, democracy comes from two Greek words namely DEMOS meaning people and CRATOS or 

CRATEIN meaning power. Thus in a simplistic way demo-cracy is conceived as the power of people (Buccola, 

2016). At this point, the first prob-lem of interpretation arises. What is people’s power? Must we understand that the 

people themselves lead or no longer recognize the authority of an individual? People’s power means the power 

designed with the people, for the people and by the people. People’s participation in major decisions is obvious in a 

democracy. In other words, the people choose their leaders and submit to them willingly; chooses its laws and 

agrees to comply willingly. Far from being an opportunity to let go and let it go; Democracy is a regime that is 

exercised with responsibility. It is in this sense that we must understand the meaning of the contract which Rousseau 

mentioned in the SO-CIAL CONTRACT (Medina, 1986). Democracy refers to the maturity of the people who self-

discipline with the belief that “If everyone does what he likes, everyone will do what displeases others (Rousseau, 

More, Bacon, & Campanella, 1901)”. 

 

III  THE MAIN PROBLEMS OF DEMOCRACY IN AFRICA 

 

3.1. Act of Violence 

Violence is a problem in the measure that it is contrary to democratic values. As we have previously noted, 

democracy is a flexible and tender regime. Just as we recognize the tree by its fruits, in the same way a political 

system is described by its nature. As vi-olence is non democratic, then it calls into question the value and credibility 

of African democracy. Generally democracy is established and exercised in violence in Africa. Since the extension 

of democracy in the continent in the 90s, the lords of war become the new expansionists of democracy. Dictatorial 

regimes were overthrown by either re-bellion or by genocide or by the popular uprising sponsored by invisible hands 

(Rwan-da. National Commission for the Fight against Genocide, 2011). In one way or another, the practice of 

democracy is full of violence in Africa.  

 

3.2. Problem of Identification 

Democracy is exercised in various ways throughout the world. From The 5th century BC to the present day several 

models of democracy have emerged. After its great his-torical changes, democracy is well defined in the developed 

countries. It can be direct (a democracy in which the people take decisions), Semi-direct (It’s the combination of the 

elements of direct and representative democracy), Representative (One form of de-mocracy in which citizens 



 

288 | P a g e  

 

express their will through elected representatives who vote the law and control the government), Participatory (It is 

based on strengthening people’s participation in political decision-making). 

No matter the regime is, parliamentary or presidential, regardless of whether it is ex-ercised with democratic values, 

In Africa, in many countries we still have a funny de-mocracy. The regime is at the same time oligarchic, 

aristocratic, dictatorial, monar-chy. We have a tinted democracy, multicolored, unstable, and inadequate. This is 

why it is difficult to quote an African country as a model of democratic practice (Ottaway, 1997). 

 

3.3. The Multiple Numbers of Political Parties 

The number of political parties is increasing year by year in Africa. This problem, first, makes the choice difficult 

for peaceful citizens, and secondly, it is an obstacle to the de-velopment of political parties themselves (Connolly & 

Finlayson, 2010). Politicians use propaganda to search for militants. The lack of vision and society program 

inevitably immerses political actors in bellicose rhetoric and separatist speeches. Instead of ga-thering people, 

politics divides them into antagonistic groups who are motivated by ha-tred and revenge. The merging and splitting 

of political parties become routine. The plethora of political parties is an obstacle to credible political debate. The 

opposition in Africa is composed by the defeated candidates and embittered who do not have their share of the cake 

to be shared. This is why it is difficult to find a sentinel opposition which denounces objectively the slippage of the 

ruling party. 

 

3.4. The Problem of Adaptation 

Democracy as we practice it is foreign to our societal values It came with Western ideology which we are forced to 

learn and comply. African political scientists have not provided enough effort to frame democracy with the realities 

of our societies. We are a community oriented society focused on costumes values and tradi-tional practices Most 

Western societies are individualistic and modern with extensive notions of freedom. When trying to conform to 

Western democracy with its processions, we see ourselves stumbling in social contradictions more or less 

complicated to be solved by a single political speech. We are different historically and sociologically, for example 

about a word misused against an individual can relate all his tribe. There is a saying which quotes that: “Do not go to 

the market because you see our neighbor going; be-cause if you go the same way, you will not return the same way.” 

Such is the situation of Africa with imported democracy. The Selfish character of our democracies greatly opens the 

door to corruption. The politicians make extravagant spending to recover later once in power. This system 

automatically favors the wealthy at the expense of can-didates belonging to the middle class. The fight against 

corruption is just a campaign password. No African head of state can fight against corruption in these forms of im-

ported democracies. Trying to fight against corruption in these circumstances would be to “look for a black cat in a 

dark room”. 
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IV  SOME COMMON PROBLEMS RELATED TO AFRICAN DEMOCRACY 

 

4.1. The Lack of National Integration 

It is true that the demarcation of borders has created too many problems to African. Because opposing kingdoms 

were joined together by force without any reconciliation project (Habeeb, 2007). Unfortunately, the young states 

were more concerned about the economic situation than social cohesion (homogeneity of citizens). In many 

Countries, the military regimes, coups were more related to issues of ethnicity than economic cri-sis. We have 

believed that democracy would end to this, but unfortunately it sparked panoply of rebellion and civil war (Habeeb, 

2007). When you give the opportunity to people, who are living together by force, to choose among them leader by 

love, it be-comes an equation to solve with several unknown variables. The overwhelming majori-ty of African 

states are multinational like the United States, with several ethnic groups. Unlike the United States working for 

centuries to develop an American ideology; Afri-can states are divided and venture into the split. In their article 

published in open jour-nal of philosophy, Odike, E. A., Faga, H. P., & Nwakpu, I. W. (2016) mentioned “Elec-toral 

campaigns in Nigeria are often fraught with endemic problems, which are com-pounded by poor communication 

systems. They featured high affectivity fashioned on ethnic sentiment. This emotionalism is radiated through 

newspapers in urban areas by radio and at open-air rallies in rural areas” (Odike, Faga, & Nwakpu, 2016). 

 

4.2. The Lack of Political Vision 

So far, Africa is mired in the politics of the belly. But normally politics target the sus-tainable and stable 

development of a given society. By development we mean the polit-ical, physical, intellectual, material and financial 

expansion of the citizens. It is there-fore to increase the national wealth, to improve the well-being of the majority of 

citi-zens, guarantee their freedom, and strengthen their economic security. That is why in the democratic system, 

candidates are expected to present a draft of social development plan. Now if you talk about development you are 

necessarily talking about organiza-tion. Social development is a community affair in the sense that people associate 

their potential to achieve the common goal or common area of interest to all. In his concep-tion of society, Aristotle 

wrote (Barnes, 2016): “Man is a political animal” Politics finds its essence in the community and we cannot deny it. 

In his book entitled laws, Plato be-lieves that one the purpose of politics is to make men better. This means that 

politics should promote education and training of individuals (Schofield, 2006). 

Thomas M. Magstadt defines politics as a process by which a community chooses its leaders and gives them the 

power to make decisions, take actions to achieve the common purpose and resolve conflicts within the community 

(Magstadt, 2006). This definition refers to more democracy and monarchy than dictatorship. But one aspect of this 

defi-nition is a universal value: the purpose of politics is the realization of the general inter-est to the entire 

community. This is of paramount importance when it comes to poli-tics. This perception confirms the Aristotelian 

conception of politics, namely the prin-ciple of living in community. 
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V  SOLUTIONS TO THE PROBLEMS OF DEMOCRACY IN AFRICA 

5.1. Ideological and Political Training 

As a military without political and ideological training is a potential criminal according to Thomas Sankara, I also 

think a policy without ideological and political education is an opportunistic adventurer. The policy is not a 

hazardous activity that we learn in the process. It is learned and exercised in an intelligible way. Africans need large 

schools are taught politics (Bates, Mudimbe, & O’Barr, 1993). Africans must produce political scientists for Africa 

political designs compatible with the realities of the continent. 5 centuries before the birth of Jesus, Plato said that 

the policy should not aim to conquer power because politics should be the result of skills, knowledge of good and 

justice. 

Politicians are greedy of power in Africa to the point they are able to push the popu-lation to endless civil wars that 

paralyze States. The training helps us to leave the poli-tics of the belly (the consumer policy) for the constructive 

policy, designed and main-tained with nationalist convictions (Mudimbe, 1972). 

 

5.2. Separate Politics from Religion 

Religion and politics are two areas in which it seeks to regulate the lives of men in so-ciety (Murphy, 2011). In 

human history, they were mixed in various places on the earth either for the advantage of politics or for the benefit 

of religion. We understand that people combine religion and politics for interest purpose. Politics and religion are 

two forms complex ideology that arouse the emotions of people and cause them to act out of instinct. So the 

combination is as dangerous as any devastating weapon (Meijer, 2009). It is obvious that religion can make people 

kind, humble to the point that it will be easier to lead them. In this logic politics will find it easier in the governance 

of citi-zens. The main difference between religion and politics lies at two levels including their nature and 

objectives. If we consider the aspect of nature, they are two antagonistic types of power of which is spiritual and the 

temporal. This is what gives them conflict-ing objectives. Religion is beyond the political aims and terrestrial life 

(Material devel-opment and human concern financial policy). Policy concern is the present while reli-gion deals 

with the future, i.e. after death. The policy principles come from the right, while those of religion are dictated by 

God. As a form of social consciousness and may lead to ideological conflicts unmanageable. The mode of operation 

differs from one area to another. So religion and politics can be only at the best complementary. Religion cannot 

dictate to the politics its principles otherwise it will damage the freedom of conscience (Vatter, 2011). In a given 

society, men have different religious beliefs. In this context, which religion will impose its prin-ciples? So this 

circumstance leads to division, whereas the purpose of politics is to bring citizens together. Given that politics and 

religion have different purposes, they cannot mix. Religion and politics by mixing mutually create damage. For 

example, in the US, 19th Century, this phenomenon has opposed the revival churches and traditional churches; 

Protestant churches against Catholic churches for years (Green, Rozell, & Wilcox, 2003). As a consequence, many 

faithful believers have stopped going to church and many citizens no longer went to the polls to vote  
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5.3. Having a Competent Foreign Policy 

The diplomacy should be seen as an instrument which is used for two goals: defend the interest of one country in 

another and establish the preconditions of permanent peace. The role of diplomacy is so important among nations 

because it facilitates cultural in-terexchange and lets people living together in peace. The diplomacy works well if 

there is mutual reliance between those who are in relationship. The wisdom and the behavior of a diplomat are so 

important in the cooperation between two countries. We have said previously that the confidence is the corner stone 

in diplomatic relations. Without mu-tual reliance there is no hope to build something strong. But there is something 

to know about trust like confidence does not force, it deserves. One big and common problem with African 

diplomacy is the lack of trust. Not because other under look African’s diplomatic representatives but because of the 

structure and the way diplo-matic representatives have been chosen. We can see some major crisis as: 

The standard of choice: Henry Wotton describes the diplomat as an honest man sent abroad to lie for his country 

(Morgenthau, 1960). That means from the begin-ning the diplomat deserve the trust of those who choose him. 

Morgenthau noticed that through the functions of the diplomat, the prestige in which his nation is held abroad is 

tested and the prestige with which his own nation regards the country to whose government he is accredited is tested 

too. Just to emphasize that the role of the diplomat should not be neglected. Most of time African’s government send 

abroad those who are a threat for their regime. When the representative is not se-rious or the majority of the foreign 

stuff is not serious, there is no luck to deserve the trust of the country which accredited them. The foreign politics is 

as important as domestic policy. Somebody should not be chosen as diplomat in order to send him far away from the 

government, but someone who can work for the interest of the government. Far more, the domestic conflict of 

African countries also blocs the effectiveness of diplomacy. We have noticed that the image of the country is appre-

ciated abroad through diplomacy. When the image of the country is misperceived, how diplomacy can attain its 

goals? No way! So leaders should better think about the Peace building as priority in their agenda.  

The focus: The African’s diplomacy is focused on begging than building a partner-ship. So beggary is the most 

important action than to consolidate a strong and long relationship. This attitude lets the diplomacy getting more and 

more weak and inef-fective. We said previously that the two main goals of diplomacy are protect the interest of one 

nation and establish peace among nations. These mains goals are in-existence in African’s diplomacy. That’s why 

since independence up to now African leader travel to berg or send diplomat to beg from. In this kind of situation, 

equality is not possible but superiority and inferiority. Finally those who are giving their money are allowed to 

decide for our domestic affairs. In the world politics nations are going forward in competition. The foreign policy of 

African countries is similar to a game of prostitution. They accept everything because of money and there are 

submitted to others as a sheep to his owner. Anywhere we saw a country build his future in begging. This focus is 

wrong and dangerous for the image of the country. People are easily tired with those who beg all the time. The wise 

of Mali say: we cannot help toad to climb the tree. That means in the impossible there is no obliga-tion. So African’s 

must stop relying on others if they want to change the sight of Africa. The changing of mentality should be the 

priority because the spirit of pover-ty is worse than poverty itself. Then the focus of diplomacy will no more be 
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beggary. As Morgenthau lets us know, the task of diplomacy is fourfold: Determine its objec- 

tives and the means to achieve them; evaluate the objectives of other nations; extension of these objectives and their 

compatibility and employ the appropriate means to attain its objectives. Morgenthau shows three essential means: 

persuasion, compromise and threat of force (Morgenthau, 1960). If you look at these tasks and the means to achieve 

them, it’s easy to remark that African’s diplomacy is sick and need to be healed. If the patient hides his disease, 

treatment becomes difficult. Just to say that African’s must acknowledge they own problems then they can expect 

the solution. So far we continue with diplomacy focused on begging from other nations. This opens the door to 

many ideologies that are not favorable to maintaining stability in sub-Saharan Africa. Hand tends even to the devil 

to call for help after. We could have avoided a lot of problems in Africa if we had a vigilant and visionary foreign 

policy. No country can develop from donations. From the independence to the present day, Africa would have 

become a pa-radise on earth. Unfortunately we do now the tail on the list of Heavily Indebted and Poor Countries. 

 

VI  CONCLUSION 

The long march from Africa to democracy is sometimes challenging, sometimes unrea-listic dream. It is a challenge 

because we are already committed and we have to win the bet. It is a utopia to the extent that our realities are 

contrary to democratic principles. It is especially in sub-Saharan Africa, East Africa and some Gulf countries that 

democracy leads into a lot of trouble. The reasons are the same: the unpreparedness of the spirits and the fact of 

burning stages. Democracy came to us with a mind that is not ours, with values that are at odds with our societal 

values. The tribal and provincials wars are re-lated to the implementation of democracy weakens our states in terms 

of human re-sources but also material resources. Africa does not need democracy to buy at the price of his blood. 

The implementation of democracy is a process, not an imposition. Afri-cans should not ignore the fact that those 

who impose democracy have not adhered to democracy through force. So why do Africans have to pour out blood 

and destroy their infrastructure for nothing? 
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