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A B S T R A C T   

This article explores relations between popular protests and institutional politics in a petroleum-dependent 
economy. The 2012-protest against fuel subsidy removal in Nigeria was one of the biggest popular mobilisation 
in Nigeria’s history, and possibly the largest in the wave of protests in Sub-Saharan Africa. This article uses 
perspectives of contentious politics that bridge structure and agency through a focus on relational dynamics 
between protests and institutional politics. This article makes four interrelated claims of how the protests are 
conditioned by and contribute to institutional politics: First, the protests builds on a historical trajectory of 
labour-led subsidy protests that in itself form part of institutionalised politics. Second, the 2012-protests were 
historically large due to the particular context of a decade of democracy and oil-led growth, without a popular 
sense economic justice and real political participation. Third, while new actors came to the scene in 2012, intra- 
movement fragmentation exposed trade union and civil society weaknesses and failure to build a sustained social 
movement. Fourth, the 2012-protests inspired civic agency and influenced institutional politics and state-citizen 
relations, especially reflected in party politics and elections.   

1. Introduction 

Just over a decade into Nigeria's democracy and economic growth 
related to the international oil boom, the 2012 protests against the 
removal of fuel subsidies were among the largest popular mobilisations 
in the country's history. Protesters took to the streets on 2 January, the 
day after President Goodluck Jonathan removed the subsidy. Two days 
later, the Nigerian Labour Congress (NLC) and Trade Union Congress 
(TUC) announced a general strike beginning 9 January. Hundreds of 
thousands of people filled the streets, and the strike action brought 
Nigeria to a standstill. On 16 January, the president gave in to the 
protesters and announced the subsidy's reinstatement. 

The contestation of fuel subsidies in Nigeria dates to the 1980s and 
relates to the contradictory perspectives of petroleum governance. On 
the one hand, the liberal paradigm sees subsidy as a form of political 
settlement where elites buy off ordinary citizens with cheap fuel 
(Lockwood, 2015) that is financially, socially and environmentally ef-
ficient (Skovgaard and van Asselt, 2018). On the other, the popular idea 
of cheap fuel has been seen as a question of social rights and the just 
distribution of oil wealth (Guyer and Denzer, 2013; Houeland, 2017). 
However, as much as the 2012 protests were historically significant, 
most analyses only indirectly link them to institutional politics and 
emphasise their temporal character and limited impact. This contrasts 

with the analyses of other events in the global wave of protests, such as 
the Occupy movement and the Arab Spring. I argue that this blind spot 
in understanding the long-term dynamics between the Nigerian fuel 
subsidy protests and institutional politics relates to structural and elite 
biases in the dominant theories of governance and the political dy-
namics of African petro-states. 

This article explores how the fuel subsidy protests relate to in-
stitutional politics before and after 2012. It does so from the perspec-
tives of contentious politics, which consider historical, relational, and 
dynamic processes involved in claims making, collective action and 
politics. Through this lens, this article will reveal that the protests had a 
deeper impact on political institutions and petroleum governance than 
has been acknowledged. 

The following section briefly explains perspectives on petroleum 
governance and civil society, and maps out the contentious politics 
framework. Sections 3–5 are concerned with this paper's empirical 
analysis and connect to four interrelated claims regarding how the 
protests were conditioned by and contributed to institutional politics.  
Section 3 historically situates the protests, an exercise related to the 
first claim that the 2012 protests built on a historical trajectory of la-
bour-led subsidy protests that formed part of an institutionalised poli-
tics that crossed regime types and macroeconomic status. Additionally, 
this section shows that, in contrast with the 2012 protests, the large 
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protests of the 1980s and 1990s occurred in the contexts of the eco-
nomic recession that followed the oil crisis, non-democratic regimes 
and a radicalised civil society in which labour had a clear leading role.  
Section 4 discusses the specific political opportunities and mobilising 
structures that made the 2012 protests historically large, which relates 
to the second claim that the 2012 protests should be understood in the 
context of popular expectations and opportunities for political partici-
pation and economic benefits after a decade of democracy and oil- 
boom-related growth. Section 5 reflects on the influence the 2012 
protests have had on activism and participation, which is related to my 
two final claims: on the one hand, while new actors came onto the 
protests in 2012, intra-movement fragmentation exposed weaknesses in 
trade unions and civil society as well as a failure to build a sustained 
social movement; on the other hand, the fourth claim is that the 2012 
protests inspired civic agency and influenced institutional politics and 
state-citizen relations, particularly in the context of elections and party 
politics. 

In this paper, I have utilised material from my PhD research, which 
considered the power and agency of Nigerian labour in the context of 
the political economy of oil, which centred the fuel subsidy protests 
(Houeland, 2017). I undertook an extensive literature analysis and 
conducted interviews with activists and trade unionists in my 
2012–2014 fieldwork. To update these materials, I have engaged with 
the new literature, conducted five additional interviews and conducted 
informal conversations with activists engaged in the 2012 protests 
during my fieldwork in Abuja, Lagos and Port Harcourt in 2019 and 
2020. 

2. From structures and elites to the dynamics of contentious 
politics 

Nigeria's 2012 protests were part of a global wave of demonstra-
tions, and it was probably the biggest in sub-Saharan Africa. Within the 
global wave, the Occupy movement and the Arab Spring are the most 
studied, whereas the sub-Saharan African protests are understudied 
(Branch and Mampilly, 2015). This relates to the dominance of theories 
of state-society relations and governance approaches that privilege 
structure and elite politics at the expense of contentious politics and 
civic agency. Privileging of elite politics is a general issue in African 
studies and is particularly strong in the context of petro-states and 
theories related to petroleum governance. Nigeria is depicted as a 
prototypical example of a resource-cursed state (Karl, 1997), and per-
spectives on Nigerian politics are generally oriented towards the elite, 
which has led to a ‘lopsided, if fashionable, reading of Nigeria's political 
economy’ (Amuwo, 2013, 122). 

Resource curse theories highlight the inverse relationships between 
large petroleum resources and economic growth and democracy. The 
assumption that oil-based economies are more resilient to democracy 
and popular protests is based on the logic that they can buy off the 
population and do not rely on citizen tax income but, rather, oil rents 
(Ross, 2011). Fuel subsidies are a typical example a political settlement 
(Lockwood, 2015). Resource curse theories are closely related to a 
liberal governance paradigm that sees the main task of government to 
doors for international oil companies through technical policies while 
ensuring transparency and combating corruption (Sørreime, 2019). 
Governance is a fixed and objective end-point rather than a result of 
historical power relations and contentions, and the politics of conten-
tion is often seen as a nuisance rather than an integrated part of de-
mocracy (Olukoshi, 2009). Civil society's primary role is as to act as 
watchdogs and knowledge providers, not representatives of multiple 
interests (Engels, 2015). Within this school of thought, a recent edited 
volume by Overland (2018) fills a gap in the resource curse literature 
by highlighting the role of civil society in petroleum management. 
However, resource curse theories and governance perspectives have 
largely hindered scholars from exploring and understanding the rising 
demands of protest movements in the contexts of resource booms since 

2002 (Grugel and Singh, 2013). 
Good governance is not only a scholarly perspective but also a fa-

voured political practice. One sees it in what can be termed ‘depoliti-
cised democracy’, characterised by elite pacts that in practice exclude 
ordinary people through privatisation and decentralised government, 
and a technocratic governance delinked from power relations, interest- 
based politics, and economic inequalities (Stokke and Törnquist, 2013). 
Such practices have caused a legitimacy and responsibility crisis and 
inspired global protests against austerity and in favour of democratic 
transformation (Della Porta, 2015). 

Fuel subsidy reform is an example of such a liberal governance 
perspective and practice. The mainstream perspective considers fuel 
subsidies as a form of political rent to citizens that undermines good 
governance: According to international institutions dominated by 
Western countries, fuel subsidies are financially inefficient and detri-
mental to environmental and social sustainability (Lockwood, 2015;  
Rentschler and Bazilian, 2017; Skovgaard and van Asselt, 2018). From a 
macroeconomic perspective, subsidies primarily benefit the wealthiest, 
while popular protests are a key hindrance to subsidy reform 
(Skovgaard and van Asselt, 2018), which seems counterintuitive. In 
fact, resistance against subsidy reform spurred the revolution in Sudan 
in 2019. In the Global South, fuel subsidy reform dates to the 1980s and 
is associated with austerity policies and the neoliberal economic re-
forms of the International Monetary Fund's (IMF) structural adjustment 
programs, which led to reduced state welfare and increased un-
employment. In practice, the poor are particularly vulnerable to fuel 
price increases, as they drastically affect inflation and decreases in real 
income. In oil-producing countries where social benefits are few and the 
state's capacity for welfare is weak, such as Nigeria, cheap energy is 
often considered a right and minimum entitlement (Guyer and 
Denzer, 2013; Houeland, 2017). 

Political economists have criticised resource curse theories as ahis-
torical, deterministic and detached from interest politics, and they 
analysed the relevant actors, interests and power relations 
(Obi, 2010a). Exploring contentious petro-politics in Nigeria, political 
economists have primarily focused on violent and non-civic forms of 
contention (Obi, 2010a; Watts, 2004). Recent studies have used poli-
tical settlement approaches to demonstrate that when it comes to 
managing the extractive industries, political elites depend on and are 
influenced and constrained by social actors (Hickey and Izama, 2016;  
Usman, 2020). This school of thought recognises dynamic, relational, 
interest-based and contentious politics as necessary part of the shaping 
oil governance (Bebbington et al., 2018). However, the starting point of 
these analysis is still at the elite level. 

There is an ‘extensive body of literature’ that holds that the con-
testations over the ‘price at the pump’ are ‘an excellent barometer of the 
ebbs and flows of Nigerian politics’ (Obadare and Adebanwi, 2013, 2), 
though this literature tends to look at the protests as recurring but 
temporary episodes. Analysing civil society's impact on Nigerian pet-
roleum governance, Obi (2018, 209 and 213) concluded that it only had 
a ‘modest impact on the petroleum industry’ and that ‘ultimately, [all 
it] succeeded in achieving was [influencing] the timing of oil-product 
price hikes and the adoption of certain palliative government policies 
aimed at “cushioning” the effects of oil-product hikes.’ This is arguably 
a static point of view on the relationship between claims making and 
policy outcomes as end-points. 

Arguably, what remains underdeveloped is analysis of the role of 
social actors as part of democracy understood as open-ended and dy-
namic process, not an end-point. Contentious politics gives us such a 
dynamic, relational and open-ended approach. It concerns the rela-
tional processes between collective action, claims making and institu-
tional politics from the perspective of social actors (Tarrow, 2015;  
Tilly and Tarrow, 2015). In linking protests to institutional politics, I 
am interested in the mechanisms that brings together subjects, objects, 
and claims of contention’ (Tarrow, 2015, 8; Tilly and Tarrow, 2015). 
The term political institutions refers to ‘established, organized, widely 
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recognized routines, connections, and forms of organization employed 
repeatedly in producing collective action’ (Tilly and Tarrow, 2015, 
157). Of these, political parties, elections, the legislatures, courts and 
executives are simultaneously contention-shaping and contention-re-
sponding institutions (Tilly and Tarrow, 2015). 

This approach closely links to social movement studies, but al-
though social movements and contentious politics overlap, they are not 
equal. Social movements are a form of organised contentious politics 
that is sustained over time. Contentious political action is often more 
episodic, and it is broader, as it can include civil war, revolutions and 
other kinds of struggles (McAdam et al., 2003; Tilly and Tarrow, 2015). 
Political, social and economic systems shape the conditions and pro-
spects of collective action, while the forms and effectiveness of that 
mobilisation are shaped by the existing structures of mobilisation in the 
capacity of a social movement (McAdam et al., 1996). Thus, the ap-
proach bridges structure and agency (Della Porta, 2015). 

3. Leading up to 2012: the legacy of fuel protests on institutional 
politics 

The 2012 protests are often depicted as a historically new, but they 
also built on a series of fuel subsidy protests dating to the mid-1980s. 

3.1. Resisting fuel subsidy reform during recession 

Ten years after the oil discovery in 1956 and four years into in-
dependence, the Nigerian government decided to guarantee cheap fuel 
as a universal benefit of its oil endowment. As oil revenues floated to 
the state, this was a time of expanding public welfare and active state 
intervention in the economy (Osaghae, 1995). The state defined a fixed 
selling price for fuel and compensated sellers for the gap between this 
and the market price. There were no price-changing mechanisms based 
on market fluctuations, which made the subsidy vulnerable to fluc-
tuation. 

The first fuel subsidy protests occurred after a 1985 removal at-
tempt. After the Biafran War (1967–1970), the country underwent a 
succession of military dictatorships and coups, and corruption dee-
pened. When the oil crisis hit Nigeria in the late 1970s, the state was 
heavily indebted. Nigerian per capita income contracted from USD 874 
to USD 270 between 1980 and 1991 (World Bank). 

The fuel subsidy was expensive, and a series of removal attempts 
followed. This was part of an ideological shift towards neoliberal eco-
nomics, austerity politics and structural adjustments. For workers and 
ordinary Nigerians, this implied unemployment, reduced welfare and 
worsened living conditions. By 1993, workers took home 20% of their 
1983 wages in real terms (Viinikka, 2009). Reforms ‘triggered sky-
rocketing inflation, averaging 200% per year between 1985 and 1999, 
as well as severe unemployment, which stood at over 25% in 1997. The 
popular impact has been one of intense pressure on livelihoods and a 
surge of entry into informal economic activities’ (Meagher, 2010, 57). 
Attempts to cut fuel subsidies were part of this austerity, and they were 
called for and supported by the international community, its financial 
institutions and powerful international oil companies. Notably, also 
during the period of economic growth that began at the turn of the 
millennium, labour-led mobilisations of civil society again resisted re-
moval attempts, which will be further examined below. 

3.2. Insisting on popular participation 

In Nigeria, the struggle for democracy links closely to the struggle 
for economic justice and against fuel subsidy reform (Kew, 2016). Two 
protests of 1993 were indirectly and directly linked to fuel subsidy 
resistance, and they led to the fall of two dictators and the entrance of 
another. 

President Ibrahim Babangida, the military head of state, was un-
popular after introducing structural adjustments and fuel-subsidy 

removal attempts and for failing to keep his promise to democratise the 
country (Houeland, 2017; Kew, 2016). In a context of growing poverty 
and inequality, fuel price increases went against popular under-
standings of justice in both wealth distribution and price-setting me-
chanisms (Guyer and Denzer, 2013). When Babangida failed to honour 
the 12 June 1993 election, the NLC leadership that was close to him 
dragged its feet. The oil unions, the blue-collar NUPENG (The Nigeria 
Union of Petroleum and Natural Gas Workers) and the white-collar 
PENGASSAN (Petroleum and Natural Gas Senior Staff Association of 
Nigeria) responded to popular demands and led what was possibly the 
largest mobilisation in independent Nigeria. Babangida was forced to 
step down. Rather than instating the president elect, Moshood Abiola, 
Babangida appointed an interim government led by Ernest Shonekan. 
One of Shonekan's first actions was to remove fuel subsidies, spurring 
another trade union strike in November 1993. Shonekan's lack of 
popular support paved the way for another military head of state: the 
brutal and corrupt Sani Abacha (Viinikka, 2009). Interestingly, Abacha 
reinstated the subsidy and did not attempt to remove it, allegedly to 
keep a minimum level of legitimacy (Akanle et al., 2014) and, one can 
assume, avoid popular protests. 

Broken by incarcerations and repression, civil society continued its 
struggle for democracy (Kew, 2016). After Abacha died in 1998, the 
1999 elections marked the start of Nigeria's current and longest period 
of democracy. The trade unions again took centre stage in the inter-
related issues of wages and fuel prices. This went together with an 
‘oversight of the judiciary’ (Kew, 2016, 309). During the fuel subsidy 
protests, trade unions pressed the national assembly to mediate be-
tween labour and government. ‘Remarkably’, the labour-led resistance 
resisted the deregulation of the oil industry and the strengthening of the 
country's legislative branch relative to its executive branch 
(Okafor, 2009, 241). Popular and parliamentary support for labour 
later enabled the trade unions to cushion President Olusegun Obasanjo's 
attempt to curb union power through anti-labour provisions in the la-
bour law (Okafor, 2009). 

Furthermore, by 2012, the labour-led fuel protests had in practice 
become an institutionalised price-setting mechanism. Without an in-
built mechanism to regulate the fuel price according to market fluc-
tuations, price adjustments follow from government negotiations with 
labour after resistance against removal attempts as a ‘well-oiled routine’ 
(Ibrahim, 2015). Funmi Komolafe, former labour editor of The Van-
guard, considered this bargaining an institutionalised practice and part 
of the social dialogue system (personal communication, 2012). 

3.3. Building class and mobilising capacity 

Fuel subsidy protests formed a central point in the social mobilisa-
tion and ideological radicalisation of civil society. Up to a million 
workers were retrenched between 1984 and 1989 (Osaghae, 1995). 
Trade unions lost thousands of members to unemployment and the 
informal sector (Meagher, 2010). Deregulation, privatisation and lib-
eralisation reduced traditional labour power, and the fuel subsidy 
protests assisted trade unions in building mobilising capacity and re-
maining relevant (Houeland, 2017). 

Advocates for removing fuel subsidies typically assert that such 
subsidies primarily benefit the upper classes—the biggest consumers of 
fuel—and are detrimental to the interests of the poor (Skovgaard and 
van Asselt, 2018). By contrast, unionists and their allies emphasise that 
increased fuel prices disproportionately affect the poor and are a 
working class issue (Houeland, 2017). When Jonathan removed the 
subsidy in 2012, the pump price rose from NGN 65 to NGN 141 over-
night, with immediate effects on the costs of food, transport and med-
icine, all things that consumed a larger share of the poor people's in-
comes. In practice, fuel price increase reduces workers’ purchasing 
power (Houeland, 2018). Fuel prices also affect employment in small 
and informal businesses that depend on fuel-based generators, ac-
cording to Abdulwahed Omar, then president of the NLC (personal 
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communication, 2012). 
Relevant beyond the trade unions’ direct members, the subsidy was 

key in building a class solidarity and broadening the social base for the 
Nigeria's labour movement (Houeland, 2017). The fuel subsidy has 
been the core issue for formal alliance between the NLC, the TUC and 
Joint Action Front (JAF), named the Labour and Civil Society Organi-
sation (LASCO) in 2005 (Assistant General Secretary of the Nigerian 
Labour Congress Denja Yaqub, personal communication, 2012). The 
subsidy protests built popular support for trade unions on other issues, 
such as in the aforementioned resistance to labour-law reforms 
(Okafor, 2009) as well as on minimum wage and pensions. 

4. Entering 2012: oil-led growth, liberal democracy and new 
social actors 

Although there were several fuel subsidy protests after 1999, the 
protests of 2012 were by far the largest. 

4.1. Oil growth without economic justice and subsidy as a social right 

During the international oil boom, when the price for Brent crude 
exploded from USD 28.50 a barrel in 2000 to a peak of USD 111.67 in 
2012 (Luciani, 2016), oil-rich Nigeria experienced steady growth. Even 
though Nigeria is less capable than many smaller oil economies in the 
Middle East of buying the support of its 180 million inhabitants 
(Ross, 2011), per capita income rose from USD 498 in 1999 to USD 
2747 in 2012 (World Bank). Nonetheless, historical wealth and power 
inequalities continued. The number of people living in absolute poverty 
only improved from 63% to 64% between 2004 and 2009 
(Nigerian National Bureau of Statistics), while jobs creation did not 
keep up with population growth, and the unemployment rate increased 
from 14% to 24% between 2000 and 2011 (Nigeria Data Portal). Fur-
thermore, new jobs were often precarious and characterised by sys-
tematic labour rights violations (Houeland, 2017). 

Removal attempts were again resisted by labour-led protests in 
2000, 2002, 2003, 2004 and 2007 (Kraus, 2018). By 2012, there had 
been no price adjustments since 2007. With international prices rising, 
subsidy expenditures skyrocketed by 800% by 2011 according to the 
Nigerian central bank governor, Sanusi (Usman, 2020). That year one- 
third of the operating budget went towards the fuel subsidy 
(Africa Confidential, 2012), the national debt increased 
(Campbell, 2013), and state budgets were stretched thin. In October 
2011, the government announced that the subsidy would be removed in 
April 2012. Trade unions and civil society responded by threatening to 
strike and protest. The 1 January 2012 removal came before the con-
clusion of the following civil society dialogue, which further angered 
civil society (Houeland, 2018). 

At the same time, corruption increased, a large part of which was 
directly related to fuel subsidy practices (Campbell, 2013). The gov-
ernment and IMF argued that removing the subsidy was necessary to 
combat corruption. Protesters in Lagos carried signposts and T-shirts 
saying ‘Kill corruption, not Nigerians’ (Premium Times, 2012), in-
dicating the popular sentiment that taking away a public good instead 
of going after the corrupt elites was unjust. 

4.2. Limited state responsiveness and demands for deeper democracy 

Nigeria has been a formal democracy since 1999, fitting the de-
scription of a depoliticised democracy in that formal elections are the 
order of the day even as popular influence on state resources is limited 
(Stokke, 2018). When the national assembly in 2007 resisted Obasanjo's 
attempt to alter the constitution to pursue a third term in 2007, and 
when it in 2010 insisted on handing over power to the Vice President 
Jonathan when the President Umaru Musa Yar'Adua was sick and later 
died in 2010, it demonstrated that constitutional processes was the 
order of the day. At the same time, democracy did not alter the 

underlying power relations or the actors in the political elite. Many of 
the civilian politicians were former military rulers or from that estab-
lishment. 

There is a systematic limit to the Nigerian state's responsiveness to 
citizens (Obadare and Adebanwi, 2010). Continued economic liberal-
isation has eroded the state's ability and role in delivering social wel-
fare. Privatisation of health and education has moved welfare from the 
state to the market and away from democratic decision-making. The 
fuel subsidy was not only one of the few public welfare benefits from 
the petroleum resources; its removal was caught up in the anti-priva-
tisation agenda that was about protecting popular decision-making. 
Rather than respond to citizens, Nigeria's elites depend on and are often 
loyal to Western oil powers and the IMF (Obi, 2010b). By 2012, 80% of 
the state's revenue came from petroleum, and the subsidy removal that 
year came less than two weeks after a visit from IMF Managing Director 
Christine Lagarde, who again pushed for the removal of the subsidy. 
The protests were a response to these limits of liberal democracy 
(Branch and Mampilly, 2015), and as in earlier protests, demands for 
cheaper fuel were interlinked with demands for deeper democracy 
(Houeland, 2018). 

The state's willingness to repress is another key component of how 
social movements are conditioned (McAdam et al., 1996). The Nigerian 
state has been unable to protect its citizens and is itself a culprit of 
human rights violations. The elections in 2011 were the most flawed 
and violent since 1999, and Jonathan's regime was weak and had 
limited legitimacy. At the time, there were increased security threats, 
including Boko Haram's escalating terror attacks (Campbell, 2013). 
With emerging calls for regime change, especially from Lagos, Jonathan 
argued that the protests were politicised. With the recent regime 
changes in Egypt and Tunisia in mind, the Nigerian political elites’ 
willingness to repress increased. Remembering how the 1993 protests 
led to dictatorship instead of democracy, trade unions were concerned 
with pollicisation and calls for regime change (Houeland, 2018). The 
police and military were deployed to crush the protests, and at least 16 
people were reportedly killed (National Mirror, 2013). Soldiers sur-
rounded the NLC's offices in Abuja, and union leaders felt pressured to 
end the strike due to security concerns, according to Owei Lakemfa, 
then acting general secretary of the NLC (personal communication 
2012). 

4.3. Old and new actors in protests and increased mobilisation 

What matters most in the struggle for transformative democracy is 
the capacities of key political actors (Stokke, 2018). The opened policy 
spaces that came with democracy in 1999 changed the landscape for 
social organisations. A growth of civil society organisations was linked 
to more liberalist good-governance-type non-governmental organisa-
tions (NGOs). Additionally, many civil society actors and democracy 
activists from the 1990s joined political parties or NGOs 
(Adunbi, 2016). Closer to 2012, renewed antagonism with government 
made civil society more ready to take on the elites regarding corruption 
and state abuse (Adebanwi and Obadare, 2011; Kew, 2016). In 2012, 
both new and old protest actors entered the protests, bringing different 
kinds of mobilising strengths and weaknesses. 

The previous fuel subsidy protests had ‘contained character … 
waged by constituted (that is, self-defined and publicly recognised) 
political actors’ (McAdam et al., 2003, 315). In 2012, the unions’ po-
sition was again decisive through mobilisation of the trade unions’ 4.5 
million direct members from structures across the country's many re-
gions and economic sectors. Strike action halted the economy. It was 
only when PENGASSAN threatened to stop oil production that Joh-
nathan called for negotiations, confirming the importance of the oil 
unions in the political economy of oil (Houeland, 2018). Unions had 
technical competence and experience, and they used their institutional 
access to lobby parliament and negotiate with government. However, 
non-labour activists complained that unions were slow and rigid. 
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Unions said this was due to their democratic procedures. Further, oil 
unions where accused of social disengagement, as oil production was 
not shut down and there was low protest participation in the Niger 
Delta, the heart of Nigeria's oil production. This should be understood 
as a combination of a lack of will due to local insecurity and lack of 
capacity after a long-term weakening of labour power after the casua-
lisation of privatisation, liberalisation and deregulation 
(Houeland, 2015). 

Unions are both actors of contentious politics and producers of 
compromise. What the unions saw as their long fought-for right to 
political access and bargaining was by others seen as state co-optation. 
Additionally, the unions were weakened by decades of pressure on la-
bour rights and austerity, and in 2012, the largest and most important 
union-centre, the NLC, was characterised by relatively inexperienced 
leadership and stressed by internal conflicts. This gave more room to 
the more liberal-oriented TUC. Ideologically, labour and their civil so-
ciety allies in LASCO were historically left. However, that ideological 
foundation had withered somewhat since 1990 due to a weakening of 
intellectual strongholds at universities and reduced ideological training 
in the labour movement (Houeland, 2018). 

The 2012-protests also had a ‘transgressive character’ that in-
troduced ‘previously unorganized or apolitical actors into public con-
flict processes’ (McAdam et al., 2003, 315). Brought on by social media, 
a new generation of young people from a growing middle class joined 
the protest (Akor, 2017; Orji, 2016). New actors built on different kinds 
of mobilising structures, organisational logics, social identities and 
ideologies. Occupy Nigeria, which became the popular name of the 
2012 protests, was comprised of lose networks operating through social 
media with the flexibility to quickly act and react (Houeland, 2018). 
From a labour perspective, the lack of structure and a representational 
mandate was a challenge in terms of communication and coordination 
(Yaqub, personal communication, 2012). 

5. Looking beyond 2012: youth engagement, movement 
fragmentation and an emerging two-party system 

The direct effect of the 2012 protests was the reinstatement of the 
fuel subsidy, as Johnathan reversed the fuel price from NGN 141 
(without subsidy) to NGN 97. However, this confirmed how the protests 
effectively hindered the deregulation of the downstream sector despite 
massive international pressure (Okafor, 2009). Another concrete, if 
often ignored, outcome was the probes committee the House of Re-
presentatives established to investigate allegations of subsidy-related 
corruption (Lakemfa, 2015). The probes report has contributed to the 
pressure unions and civil society organisations put on government as 
well as in the prosecutions of officials and oil companies (Obi, 2018).  
Osuoka (2019) argued that the ‘the January Uprising of 2012 […] 
spurred more significant disclosures about mismanagement of public 
revenues than NEITI (Nigerian Extractive Industries Transparency In-
itiative), a typical ‘good-governance’ institution for civil society influ-
ence. 

This section reflects further on how a new sense of civic agency and 
empowerment translated into social activism and institutional politics 
but also deepened fragmentations within civil society. 

5.1. Renewed youth engagement 

Whereas the students’ movement provided intellectual and mobi-
lising capacity to protests in earlier protests, by the 2000s the student 
movement was weakened by numbers and by internal problems 
(Kew, 2016; Osaghae, 1995). The 2012 protests brought ‘a realization 
by youth groups of their power to substantially affect the course and 
conduct of governance in the country’ (Akor, 2017, 107). There is no 
study of whether or how young participants in the 2012 protests 
translated protest engagement into institutional politics, but the 

experiences of three young activists in Lagos indicate that, directly or 
indirectly, the protests inspired a belief in the possibility of social 
change and that their own efforts could make a difference. 

Kunle Wizeman Ajayi, a poet and a long-term activist close to la-
bour, said that the 2012 protests were part of a series of many protests 
that he had co-organised as a unionist and activist. He was the general 
secretary of United Action for Democracy, Lagos, and a member of 
LASCO. Wizeman said that the 2012 protests created a space for 
building comradery and solidarity, one in which protesters combined 
their demands with the celebration of individual rights and power 
(personal communication, 2019). He is now an activist for the oppo-
sition party, African Action Congress (AAC) (below, I argue that the 
AAC was linked to the 2012 protests). 

Banwo Proficience Olagokun, a musician and activist, attended 
protests before 2012 but did not get further involved The 2012 protests 
inspired him to engage in concrete, sustained activism:  

[They] fuelled my hunger to start bonding with people that [were] 
already … involved [in activism]. I started looking for organisations 
as I kept on going to protests. Online, I found my left[ist] inspira-
tion. … I now started thinking of [the] movement … when I joined 
it, it was strictly for that: to advocate and to resist. (personal com-
munication, 2019)  

Proficience is now a mobiliser for Take it Back and an organising 
secretary with the AAC, Lagos. 

The feminist writer OluTimehin Adegbeye reflected on the 2012 
protests:  

Occupy Nigeria was the first time I had a sense of what it meant to 
be a Nigerian: to embody, embrace, and fight for a vision of that 
identity that was different from what the ‘Powers’ imagined. It was 
the first time I felt powerful enough to insist, as a regular citizen of 
the variety that generally minds my own business, that being a 
regular citizen allowed me to make demands for my well-being and 
that of other Nigerians … That fire never went out. Occupy was my 
first protest but not my last; in the years since, I have joined Bring 
Back Our Girls, Save the Waterfronts, Justice for Otodo Gbame and 
others (personal communication, 2019).  

5.2. Movement fragmentations 

In 2012, the protests brought people together across an otherwise 
divided country, including its regions, religions and ethnicities 
(Obadare, 2012). Although the protests were among the biggest in 
history, activists failed or were unwilling to mobilise a sustained and 
transformative movement. The protests’ old and new actors engaged via 
different platforms and even different venues (Houeland, 2018). Divi-
sions were reflected in the contrasting narratives of the protests’ pur-
pose, ownership, successes, failures and its character as contained or 
transgressive. 

While labour and international media framed the outcome as a 
victory in which protesters forced the government to do reverse its 
policies (Onuah and Brock, 2012), activists complained that unions 
were bribed into calling off the strike before it reached its full potential 
(Kew and Oshikoya, 2014). 

Unions and their allies typically describe the protests as part of a 
historical trajectory in which labour had a natural, democratic and le-
gitimate role in leadership. ‘To understand 2012, you need to under-
stand all the revolutionary actions before 2012. … All of them came 
together to produce a massive ground for 2012′ (Wizeman, personal 
communication, 2019). While labour activists refer to the protests as 
‘revolutions’, ‘uprisings’ or ‘simply fuel subsidy protests’, non-labour 
activists and the media typically refer to them as ‘Occupy Nigeria’. In 
this transgressive protest narrative, trade unions were latecomers who 
captured the protests that started 2 January (Branch and 
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Mampilly, 2015; Kew and Oshikoya, 2014) rather than continuers of a 
historical protest cycle who had already threatened to strike in October 
2011. 

There are clear ideological and representative divisions between 
labour, its allies and others. Abiodun Aremu, secretary of JAF, Lagos, 
and senior organising secretary of the Union of Air Transport 
Employees reflected that labour failed to use the opportunity to build 
and expand the movement and create awareness of how the bread-and- 
butter issues link to larger systemic questions of failed democracy and 
capitalism (personal communication, 2019). Civil society ‘kept com-
plaining [and] bastardising labour leaders’ instead of reflecting on their 
weaknesses and recognising the political capture, said Wizeman (per-
sonal communication, 2019). 

In 2012, the trade unions’ historical role as protest leaders was 
challenged by other actors (Houeland, 2018). Although labour was 
decisive in the protests and their outcome, it did not have a practical 
coordinating role in a united protest. Labour failed in its communica-
tion and responses to the accusations of other protesters who felt short- 
changed. As environmentalist and human rights activist Nnimmo 
Bassey said, ‘The reasons why the mass action was called off [were] not 
satisfactorily explained to the public’ (personal communication, 2019). 
Conversations with civil society actors across Lagos, Port Harcourt and 
Abuja reflected the same disappointment in labour. 

The reactions to the fuel price increase of May 2016 are indicative of 
changes in civil society and their relations to politics. In stark contrast 
to 2012, Reuters reported that ‘Some 300 union activists gathered [in 
Abuja] to stage a march, and some 200 protested in the commercial 
capital Lagos, where some banks and many shops were also doing 
business’ (Eboh and Ogunleye, 2016). Wizeman reflected that ‘the 
masses could not trust “labour bureaucracy”’ (personal communication, 
2019). Additionally, the unions were divided after a fraction broke out 
of the NLC in 2015 and formed a competing labour group: the United 
Labour Congress. This group that included the powerful oil union 
NUPENG that had played decisive roles in previous strikes, did not 
support the NLC strike in 2016 (Kraus, 2018). Furthermore, civil society 
actors undermined the 2016 strike, according to Aremu (personal 
communication, 2019). 

After 2012, Occupy Nigeria had receded to the internet (Kew, 
2016), and most non-labour actors were now silent or even supported a 
subsidy removal. Large part of this massive corruption exposed post- 
2012 was linked to the importing of fuel and related subsidies, and the 
exposure had not translated to punishment for members of Jonathan's 
‘cabal’ (Emmanuel and Ezeamalu, 2013). It was increasingly difficult to 
see the subsidy as a popular benefit rather than a source of elite en-
richment. Additionally, opposition politicians that supported Occupy 
Nigeria in 2012 were now in power and supported by many of the 2012 
protesters. As an example, Ogunlesi (2015) was an active social media 
and protest actor against subsidy removal in 2012, while in 2015 he 
was President Muhammadu Buhari's special assistant on new media 
arguing for removal of the fuel subsidy. 

This time, Nigeria was steeped in an economic crisis following the 
international oil price collapse and subsequent inflation, though there 
was still some hope that the 2015 Buhari government would deliver on 
its election promises of change and anti-corruption. While in 2012, 
activists had three months to prepare for the protests and strike, the 
2016-fuel price increase came as a surprise. Buhari insisted that it was 
not a removal of the fuel subsidy but a price adjustment to the oil crisis 
(Ibrahim, 2015). 

5.3. Consolidating political opposition and electoral democracy 

The 2015 elections marked a milestone towards consolidating de-
mocracy in Nigeria, as they were the most free, credible and transparent 
in the country's history. This was firmly linked to increased civil society 
contributions via education and monitoring (Lewis and Kew, 2015), 
which can be connected to the sense of civic agency created in 2012. 

Furthermore, for the first time in Nigeria's history, an opposition party – 
the All Progressives Congress (APC) – defeated the incumbent from the 
Peoples’ Democratic Party (PDP), which had until then been considered 
unlikely (Lewis and Kew, 2015; Owen and Usman, 2015). This may 
signal the emergence of an evolving two-party system (Obe, 2019, 109). 
There is a direct relation between activists’ 2012 experiences and the 
election process, as ‘many activists turned their sights on the 2015 
elections and the removal of the sixteen year dominance of the corrupt 
PDP-machine’ (Kew and Kwaja, 2018, 381). Essentially, 2015 could not 
have happened without 2012, Wizeman and Proficience agreed (per-
sonal communication, 2019). 

As with earlier protests, the 2012 protests were arenas for building 
popular support, while this time, the political opposition, rather than 
civil society, bridged this popularity into longer-term support. At the 
time of the 2012 protests, Nigeria was seen as a one-party state under 
the PDP, but the opposition was growing and held governorships in 
bigger cities where the protests were the largest (Campbell, 2013). In 
contrast to Abuja, where police and the army were sent to strangle the 
protests, in Lagos, the powerful previous governor, Bola Tinubu, and 
then governor Babatunde Fashola, both of the Action Congress (AC), 
actively supported protests. Another key figure was Pastor Tunde Ba-
kare, leader of the Save Nigeria Group, who was also the vice pre-
sidential candidate for the opposition presidential candidate Buhari for 
the Congress for Progressive Change (CPC) in the 2011 election. In 
contrast with the civil society divisions post-2012, the four main op-
position parties, including the CPC and the AC, merged in 2013 and 
formed the APC. 

The year 2012 led to an increase in the popular awareness of cor-
ruption, which weakened incumbent Jonathan's regime 
(Campbell, 2013; Lewis and Kew, 2015). Occupy Nigeria had demon-
strated the power of social media, and the APC actively used social 
media in the 2015 campaign (Kew, 2016). Buhari's personal credentials 
as not corrupt and the APC's campaign on fighting corruption were key 
success factors in the 2015 victory. Wizeman and Aremu linked the call 
for change from the street in 2012 to the APC's 2015 election slogan: 
‘change’ (personal communication, 2019). Interestingly, the PDP's 2015 
slogan was ‘transformation’. 

Some argue that the 2015 election was more of a shift of elite 
platforms than a democratic consolidation and that the APC is just 
another platform for old elites. This is represented by the fact that 
Buhari, head of the party and the president who emerged from the 2015 
elections, is a former military dictator (1983–1985). It is also reflected 
in the extensive floor crossings of PDP members to APC after the 
election. Critical of the elitist focus of Nigerian party politics,  
Husaini (2019) found that Nigeria's parties have advanced from an 
elitist phase to one of mass-parties with substantive membership. By 
observing party activities and interviewing grassroots party activists in 
2014 and 2015, he found that the parties’ dynamics cannot be reduced 
to elite processes and that activists’ motivations to canvass and mobilise 
cannot be reduced to clientelism and patronage but are rooted in ra-
tional and ideological reflections. Party records show that a large share 
of active party members are millennials. However, data for party 
membership only date to 2014 (Husaini, 2019) making it hard to in-
dicate shifts in party activism following the 2012 protests. 

Although Nigerian political campaigns in 2019 were still more fo-
cused on people than issues and many saw the 2019 elections as an 
uninspiring two-horse race between similar candidates, parties and 
their supporters were nevertheless ideological. The APC and the PDP 
gravitated towards centrist economic policies and ethno-populism 
(Husaini, 2019). At the same time, the two-party character can teased 
out a clearer ideological distinction, where the media reported that 
Buhari leaned towards socially democratic state-interventions, while 
PDP candidate Atiku was more of a market-oriented liberalist. A few 
candidates from smaller parties contributed to a more issue-based 
public policy debate, such as liberal Obi Ezekwesili and Kingsley Mo-
ghalu and socialist Omoyele Sowore. 
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In the context of this article, Sowore is particularly interesting as he 
personifies a history of contentious politics turning towards institu-
tional politics. In 1989, he was a leading student activist in protests for 
democracy and against austerity politics reducing university funding 
and fuel subsidies. In 2012, he played a key role as the founder of the 
online news site Sahara Reporters, which inspired activists in Nigeria 
and around the world. In 2018, he formed the AAC and announced his 
presidential candidacy for the 2019 elections. (Remembering both 
Wizeman and Proficience actively campaigned for the AAC and 
Sowore). In 2019, Sowore called for protests against the election out-
come, whereupon he was arrested for attempting to overthrow the 
government. This seem only to expand Sowore's support base. Informal 
discussions with leftist activists in Nigeria now point to Sowore as a 
joint candidate for a larger civil society that is preparing for elections in 
2023. 

6. Concluding remarks 

This article has used agency-oriented, historically rooted and rela-
tional perspectives of contentious politics as a frame to expand ideas of 
socio-political relations and governance in an African petro-state. 
Beyond probing the protests’ specific outcomes, such as policy reform 
or politicians’ resignations, this article has shown that popular mobi-
lisation has a dynamic relation to policy processes and their outcome. 
None of the historical fuel subsidy protests altered the system, but they 
contributed to shifts in popular ideas, civic action and institutional 
politics. However, historical relations are not linear and progressive; 
rather, they are characterised by disruption and setbacks. 

The protests are conditioned by the particular social fabric and oil- 
dependent political economy of Nigeria. The fuel subsidy protests can 
be seen as the institutionalised politics of contention and have routinely 
functioned as a fuel price regulation process since the 1980s. Whenever 
governments remove the subsidy, protests emerge and unions engage 
the government to negotiate fuel price adjustments. 

The 2012 protests were another milestone in Nigeria's democratic 
history, in line with the massive anti-austerity protests of the 1980s and 
the 1993 democracy protests, all of which were linked to fuel subsidies. 
Interestingly, the large protests of the 1980s and 1990s occurred in a 
context of non-democratic regimes and economic recessions, and the 
removals fuelled anger, loss and senses of social, economic and political 
injustices. The 2012 came over a decade into Nigeria's electoral de-
mocracy and oil-boom-related economic growth. However, the fuel 
subsidy removal triggered larger protests concerning the limited poli-
tical influence and lack of economic distribution to the general popu-
lation, this time fuelling anger related to the injustices of unmet ex-
pectations from liberal democracy and growth. 

The 2012 protests also constituted something new, as they engaged 
a new generation of middle class youth and empowered new groups and 
individuals into further civic action, some of which came in the form of 
electoral monitoring that helped improve the 2015 elections. As earlier 
protests contributed to open policy spaces, the 2012 protests did as 
well. However, these openings have contradictory effects on con-
tentious politics. In contrast with the earlier protests that built class 
solidarity, movement capacity and union strength, the 2012 divisions 
between a weaker trade union movement and new civil society actors 
deepened. The protests became arenas of contention over legitimacy 
and ownership, and civil society and labour were incapable or un-
willing to take advantage of the opportunity to organise and build a 
sustained movement. 

Finally, the more assertive political opposition parties were better 
able to use the protests to build capacity and support. The political 
opposition came together and built on the popular call for change, 
thereby winning the 2015 elections. This marked a milestone in the 
consolidation of democracy as the first party political transition in 
Nigeria, which is a key indicator of democratic consolidation and, 
possibly, the country's transition from a one- to two-party system. 

References 

Adebanwi, W., Obadare, E., 2011. When corruption fights back: democracy and elite 
interest in Nigeria's anti-corruption war. J. Mod. Afr. Stud. 49 (2), 185–213. https:// 
doi.org/10.1017/S0022278x11000012. 

Adunbi, O., 2016. Embodying the modern: neoliberalism, NGOs, and the culture of 
human rights practices in Nigeria. Anthropol. Q. 89 (2), 431–464. 

Africa Confidential, 2012. Fuel Fraud Fans Public Anger. Africa Confidential Retrieved 
Last Update Date|from Publisher| URL. 

Akanle, O., Kudus, A., Olorunlana, A., 2014. Fuel subsidy in Nigeria: contexts of gov-
ernance and social protest. Int. J. Soc. Soc. Policy 34 (1/2), 88–106. 

Akor, C., 2017. From subalterns to independent actors? Youth, social media and the fuel 
subsidy protests of January 2012 in Nigeria. Afr. Dev. 42 (2), 107–127. 

Amuwo, K., 2013. Beyond Prebendal Politics: class and Political Struggles in Postcolonial 
Nigeria. In: Adebanwi, W., Obadare, E. (Eds.), Democracy and Prebendalism in 
Nigeria: Critical Interprestations. Palrgrave Macmillan, Basingstoke, pp. 121–146. 

Bebbington, A., Abdulai, A.-.G., Bebbington, D.H., Hinfelaar, M., Sanborn, C., 2018. 
Governing Extractive Industries: Politics, Histories, Ideas. Oxford University Press, 
Oxford. 

Branch, A., Mampilly, Z.C., 2015. Africa Uprising: Popular Protest and Political Change. 
Zed Books, London. 

Campbell, J., 2013. Nigeria: Dancing on the Brink. Rowman & Littlefield Publ, Lanham, 
Maryland. 

Della Porta, D., 2015. Social Movements in Times of Austerity: Bringing Capitalism Back 
Into Protest Analysis. Polity Press, Cambridge. 

Eboh, C., Ogunleye, S., 2016. Nigerian Union Goes Ahead With Fuel Protest Strike; Few 
Early Disruptions.   17.May. Reuters Retrieved from.  https://www.reuters.com/ 
article/us-nigeria-oil-idUSKCN0Y820J. 

Emmanuel, O., Ezeamalu, B., 2013. #OccupyNigeria: One Year Later, the Gains, the 
Losses.   13. January. Premium Times Retrieved from.  https://www. 
premiumtimesng.com/news/114890-occupynigeria-one-year-later-the-gains-the- 
losses.html. 

Engels, B., 2015. Different means of protest, same causes: popular struggles in Burkina 
Faso. Rev. Afr. Polit. Econ. 42 (143), 92–106. 

Grugel, J., Singh, J., 2013. Citizenship, democraticsation and resource politics. In: Singh, 
J., Bourgouin, F. (Eds.), Resource Governance and Developmental States in the Global 
South: Critical International Political Economy Perspectives. Palgrave Macmillan, 
Basingstoke, pp. 61–83. 

Guyer, J.I., Denzer, L., 2013. Prebendalism and the People: the price of petrol at the 
pump. In: Adebanwi, W., Obadare, E. (Eds.), Democracy and Prebendalism in Nigeria: 
Critical Interpretations. Palgrave Macmillan, Basingstoke, pp. 53–78. 

Hickey, S., Izama, A., 2016. The politics of governing oil in Uganda: going against the 
grain. Afr. Aff. 116 (463), 163–185. https://doi.org/10.1093/afraf/adw048. 

Houeland, C., 2015. Casualisation and Conflict in the Niger delta: Nigerian Oil Workers' 
Unions Between Companies and Communities. Revue Tiers Monde.  https://doi.org/ 
10.3917/rtm.224.0025. 

Houeland, C., 2017. Punching Above Their Weight: Nigerian Trade Unions in the Political 
Economy of Oil. Univeristy of Life Sciences (NMBU), Ås (Ph.D.). 

Houeland, C., 2018. Between the street and Aso Rock*: the role of Nigerian trade unions 
in popular protests. J. Contemp. Afr. Stud. 36 (1), 103–120. 

Husaini, S.A., 2019. Beyond Stomach Infrastructure: Party Membership and Political 
Ideology in Nigeria's Fourth Republic. Oxford University, Oxford (Ph.D.). 

Ibrahim, J., 2015. The Increased Price of Fuel and Public Response. PremiumTimes 
Retrieved from.  https://opinion.premiumtimesng.com/2016/05/16/increased- 
price-fuel-public-response-jibrin-ibrahim/. 

Karl, T.L., 1997. The Paradox of Plenty: Oil Booms and Petro-States (Vol. 26). University of 
California Press. 

Kew, D., 2016. Civil Society, Conflict Resolution, and Democracy in Nigeria. Syracuse 
University Press, New York. 

Kew, D., Kwaja, C.M., 2018. Civil society in Nigeria. In: Ukata, C.L.P. (Ed.), The Oxford 
Handbook of Nigerian Politics. Oxford University Press, Oxford, pp. 1–19. 

Kew, D., Oshikoya, M., 2014. Escape from Tyranny: civil Society and Democratic 
Struggles in Africa. In: Obadare, E. (Ed.), The Handbook of Civil Society in Africa. 
Springer Science+Business Media, New York, pp. 7–23. 

Kraus, J., 2018. The political struggles of nigerian labor. In: Ukata, C.L.P. (Ed.), The 
Oxford Handbook of Nigerian Politics. Oxford University Press, Oxford, pp. 387–405. 

Lakemfa, O., 2015. Parliament of the Streets: Mass Strikes and Street Protests That Shook 
Nigeria in 2012. Friedrich-Ebert-Stiftung, Abuja. 

Lewis, P., Kew, D., 2015. Nigeria's hopeful election. J. Democr. 26 (3), 94–109. 
Lockwood, M., 2015. Fossil fuel subsidy reform, rent management and political frag-

mentation in developing countries. New Polit. Econ. 20 (4), 475–494. 
Luciani, G., 2016. On the economic causes of the Arab Spring and its possible develop-

ments. In: Selvik, K., Utvik, B.O. (Eds.), Oil States in the New Middle East: Uprisings 
Stability. Routledge, London, pp. 188–204. 

McAdam, D., McCarthy, J.D., Zald, M.N., 1996. Comparative Perspectives on Social 
Movements: Political Opportunities, Mobilizing Structures, and Cultural Framings. 
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge England; New York. 

McAdam, D., Tarrow, S., Tilly, C., 2003. Dynamics of Contention. Cambridge University 
Press, Cambridge. 

Meagher, K., 2010. The politics of vulnerability: exit, voice and capture in three Nigerian 
informal manufacturing clusters. In: Lindell, I. (Ed.), Africa's Informal Workers: 
Collective Agency, Alliances and Transnational Organizing in Urban Africa. Zed 
Books, London, pp. 46–64. 

National Mirror, 2013. Fuel Subsidy: One Year After Strike, Protests.   09.01.2013. 
National Mirror Online Retrieved from.  http://nationalmirroronline.net/new/fuel- 

C. Houeland   The Extractive Industries and Society 7 (2020) 1230–1237

1236



subsidy-one-year-after-strike-protests/#!prettyPhoto. 
Nigeria Data Portal. (n.d.). Unemployment rate 1990-2012. Retrieved from http:// 

nigeria.opendataforafrica.org/mkgycs/unemployment-rate-1990-2012?Region= 
Nigeria (accessed 7 April 2020). 

Nigerian National Bureau of Statistics. (n.d.). Review of 2009/10 Absolute Poverty Rates 
Across Nigeria. Abuja: Nigerian National Bureau of Statistics. Retrieved from https:// 
nigerianstat.gov.ng/elibrary?queries[search]=poverty (accessed 10 April 2020). 

Obadare, E., 2012. Civil society in Africa introduction. Voluntas 23 (1), 1–4. https://doi. 
org/10.1007/s11266-011-9240-2. 

Obadare, E., Adebanwi, W., 2013. Introduction. democracy and prebendalism: emphases, 
provocations, and elongations. In: Adebanwi, W., Obadare, E. (Eds.), Democracy and 
Prebendalism in Nigeria: Critical Interpretations. Palgrave Macmillan, Basingstoke, 
pp. 1–22. 

Obadare, E., Adebanwi, W. (Eds.), 2010. Encountering the Nigerian State. Palgrave 
Macmillan, New York. 

Obe, A., 2019. Aspirations and realities in Africa: Nigeria's emerging two-party system? J. 
Democr. 2019 (3), 109–123. 

Obi, C., 2010a. Oil as the ‘curse’ of conflict in africa: peering through the smoke and 
mirrors. Rev. Afr. Polit. Econ. 37 (126), 483–495. 

Obi, C., 2010b. Oil extraction, dispossession, resistance, and conflict in nigeria's oil-rich 
niger delta. Can. J. Dev. Stud./Rev. Can. D'études Dév. 30 (1–2), 219–236. Retrieved 
from.  http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/02255189.2010.9669289. 

Obi, C., 2018. Nigeria: the role of civil society in the politics of oil governance and rev-
enue management. In: Overland, I. (Ed.), Public Brainpower. Springer, pp. 201–216. 

Ogunlesi, T., 2015. Tolu Ogunlesi: Where I Now Stand on the Fuel Subsidy Removal 
Debate.   15. June. The Scoop Retrieved from.  https://thescoopng.com/2015/06/ 
01/tolu-ogunlesi-where-i-now-stand-on-the-fuel-subsidy-removal-debate/. 

Okafor, O., 2009. Remarkable returns: the influence of a labour-led socio-economic rights 
movement on legislative reasoning, process and action in Nigeria, 1999–2007. J. 
Mod. Afr. Stud. 47 (2), 241–266. 

Olukoshi, A., 2009. Demystifying governance and enriching its democratic content. In: 
Bellina, S., Magro, H., de Villemeur, V. (Eds.), Democratic Governance: A New 
Paradigm for Development? Hurst Publishers, London, pp. 181–193. 

Onuah, F., Brock, J., 2012. Update 6-Nigeria Unions Suspend Strike After Fuel Price Cut. 
Reuters Retrieved from.  http://www.reuters.com/article/2012/01/16/nigeria- 
strike-idUSL6E8CF0RH20120116. 

Orji, N., 2016. Middle class activism in Nigeria: from nationalist struggle to social media 
campaign. In: Melber, H. (Ed.), The Rise of Africa's Middle Class. Zed Books, London, 
pp. 129–146. 

Osaghae, E.E., 1995. Structural Adjustment and Ethnicity in Nigeria. Nordic Africa 
Institute, Uppsala. 

Osuoka, I.A., 2019. Cooptation and contention: public participation in the Nigeria 
Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative and the demand for accountable gov-
ernment. Extract. Ind. Soc.  https://doi.org/10.1016/j.exis.2019.03.013. 

Overland, I., 2018. Public Brainpower: Civil Society and Natural Resource Management. 
Palgrave MacMillan, Basingstoke. 

Owen, O., Usman, Z., 2015. Briefing: Why Goodluck Jonathan lost the Nigerian pre-
sidential election of 2015. African Affairs 114 (456), 455–471. 

Premium Times, 2012. Anger as Protesters Shut Down LAGOS.   9. January 2012. 
Premium Times Retrieved from.  https://www.premiumtimesng.com/news/3376- 
anger-as-protesters-shut-down-lagos.html. 

Rentschler, J., Bazilian, M., 2017. Reforming fossil fuel subsidies: drivers, barriers and the 
state of progress. Clim. Policy 17 (7), 891–914. 

Ross, M.L., 2011. Will oil drown the Arab Spring: democracy and the resource curse. For. 
Aff. 90 (2), 2–7. 

Skovgaard, J., van Asselt, H., 2018. The Politics of Fossil Fuel Subsidies and Their Reform. 
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge. 

Stokke, K., 2018. Democratization in the Global South: from democratic transitions to 
transformative democratic politics. Geogr. Compass 12 (12), 1–15. 

Stokke, K., Törnquist, O., 2013. Democratization in the Global South: The Importance of 
Transformative Politics. Palgrave Macmillan, Bangstoke. 

Sørreime, H.B., 2019. The shaping and changing of petroleum resource governance: 
discourses of natural gas in Tanzania. Forum Dev. Stud. 46 (3), 547–568. https://doi. 
org/10.1080/08039410.2019.1616610. 

Tarrow, S., 2015. Contentious politics. In: Porta, D.D., Diani, M. (Eds.), The Oxford 
Handbook of Social Movements. Oxford University Press. 

Tilly, C., Tarrow, S., 2015. Contentious Politics, 2nd ed. Oxford University Press, Oxford. 
Usman, Z., 2020. The successes and failures of economic reform in Nigeria's post-military 

political settlement. Afr. Aff. 119 (1), 1–38. 
Viinikka, J., 2009. "There shall be no property": trade unions, class and politics in Nigeria. 

In: Zeilig, L. (Ed.), Class Struggle and Resistance in Africa. Haymarket Books, 
Chicago, pp. 122–149. 

Watts, M., 2004. Resource curse? Governmentality, oil and power in the Niger Delta, 
Nigeria. Geopolitics 9 (1), 50–80. 

World Bank. (n.d.). GDP Per Capita (Current US$) – Nigeria. World Development 
Indicators. Retrieved from https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/NY.GDP.PCAP.CD? 
locations=NG (accessed 7 April 2020).  

C. Houeland   The Extractive Industries and Society 7 (2020) 1230–1237

1237


