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ABSTRACT 

 

A ipolitical iparty iis ia igroup iof ipeople iwho iband itogether ito iwin ielections, irun ifor ioffice, 

and iinfluence ipublic ipolicy. iThose iin ipower iuse ipolitical iparties ito ispread ithe iregime's 

ideology iand ibuild ia ifoundation iof ipolitical isupport iamong ithe igeneral ipublic. This paper 

examined the impact of human nature and morality on politics among political parties in Nigeria. 

Moreso, human nature and morality are important attributes need to drive a system knowing that 

Nigerians come from various social origins and have distinct ways of thinking, feeling, and acting. 

Knowledge of human inature imay iassist ipoliticians iin imaking ibetter idecisions, ias iwell ias 

provide ithem iwith igreater iflexibility ito imake idecisions iin ithe ifirst iplace. iFor ithe isimple 

reason ithat people exist in society, morality is concerned with their personal traits. The 

investigation came to the conclusion that political philosophy is also concerned with human social 

existence, behaviour, and performance. Furthermore, the research suggested that political parties 

should have excellent information, attitudes, and values in order to make judgments about other 

people's experiences and viewpoints. 
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INTRODUCTION 

 

Political iparties iand ielections iare isignificant iin ithe istudy iof ipolitics iin ideveloping inations, 

especially iin ithe istudy iof idemocratisation iand ithe iestablishment iof idemocratic ipolitical 

systems. iThe ipresence iof ifree iand ifair ielections ion ia iregular ibasis iis iregarded ithe iminimum 

prerequisite ifor idemocracy iby ipolitical iscientists i(democratic iregime). iA ipolitical iparty iis 

defined ias ia ipolitical iorganisation ithat iis iformally irecognised ias iparticipating iin ithe ielectoral 

process iand ithat imay iregularly isupport i(present) icandidates ifor ielections i(free ior inot). iIn ithis 

sense, ipolitical iparties i(party isystems) iand ielections iare iconsidered ias iindicators iof ia isociety's 

democratic iconsolidation. iA i"two-turnover" icriteria iis iused ias ian iexternal ibenchmark. iA 

http://www.ijilpm.com.ng/


64 
 

democracy imay ibe ideemed iconsolidated iunder ithis icriteria iif ia iparty ithat igains ipower iin ian 

election iduring ithe itransition ito idemocracy iloses ia isubsequent ielection i(not inecessary 

immediately iafter ithe ifirst ielection), iand ithe isubsequent igoverning iparty iloses ia ifuture 

ielection. In ia ibroader isense, idemocracy iis iadvanced iwhen ielections iinclude iactual 

icompetition ibetween political iparties ibased ion itheir iproposed ipolicies iand iplatforms, irather 

ithan ipopularity iof particular ipolitical icandidates ior ivoting ibased ion ispecial iinterests (Yasushi, 

2015). 

When the political right debates the left, the former's arguments frequently come down to 

one basic idea: the left's "grand ambitions" of societal transformation are irreconcilable with 

human nature. In this perspective, many on the left don't comprehend – or cannot bring 

themselves to accept – the terrible truth of human behavior's underlying determinants. Humans 

are fundamentally self-centered, greedy, competitive, individualistic, and unappealing. 

Furthermore, nature is unchangeable and unchangeable. Almost all ipolitical iideologies, iwhether 

iopenly istated or iimplicitly, iare ifounded ion ia icertain iview iof ithe inature iof ipeople. iThe 

idiversity iof icurrent political iideologies iimplies ia idiversity iof ihuman inature iconceptions, 

iwhich isuggests ithat ithe conservative iinterpretation iof ihuman inature iis disputed. This is 

something that many conservatives struggle to accept. 

This school of thought contends that politics is the core of social life, and that every 

interaction between two or more individuals will necessarily result in a political connection. This 

is a normal reaction since men participate in politics to establish their place in society, to 

compete for limited resources, and to outplay and/or persuade others to embrace their point of 

view (Van Dyke in Akubor, 2018). This is encapsulated in Crick's (2004) perspective of politics, 

as described by Stoker (2017): "Politics may give a method of getting along iiwith iiyour iifellow 

iihuman iibeings that iiattempts iito iifind iia iipath iiahead iivia iireconciliation iiand iicompromise 

iiwithout iiresort iito direct iicoercion iiand iiopen iiviolence" (Stoker, 2017). In these early states, 

political actors' activities and acts were primarily intended for the common welfare of the people, 

and the outcome indicates the unique purpose that inspires and unites a group of people together 

(social relationship). While the early Nigerians may have come from various origins, their social 

iias iiwell iias iitheir iimethods iiof iithinking, iifeeling, iiand iiacting iiwere iiall iisimilar. 

Human iinature" iiis iinot iia iiconcept iithat iicomes iifrom iiinternational iipolitics iiideas. iiOn 

the iicontrary, iiit iiis iione iiof iithe iimost iiancient iipoints iiof iireference iiin iidiverse iiphilosophical 

traditions. However, there is one feature that makes the present state of the human in politics 

more intriguing. Observing "human nature" not just as a "naturally given fact," but also as an 

observational notion of politics in conjunction with the larger literatures on how the (political) 

reality might be viewed and studied. Politics' morality or immorality is an unavoidable topic for 

philosophers, politicians, and ordinary folk. It is especially timely in light of recent political 

events that have placed moral limitations on individual and community decision and behaviour 

under tremendous pressure. We are now confronted with a slew of important concerns in both 

domestic and international affairs, many of which involve challenging moral dilemmas. 

At iithe iisame iitime, iithe iiwords iiand iiactions iiof iithe iipolitical iileaders iitasked iiwith 

creating iiand implementing iisolutions iito iithese iiproblems iiput iiour iifaith iiin iithem iito iithe iitest. 

In iithese circumstances, iithe iiissue iiof iithe iirelationship iibetween iipolitics iiand iimorality 

iibecomes even more iipressing. iiConflict iibetween iimorality iiand iipolitics iiexists iionly 

iisubjectively, iias iia result of ii"human iibeings' iiself-seeking iipropensity," iibut iinot iiobjectively, 

iibecause iipure principles of right iihave iiobjective iireality, iiand iipeople iiwithin iia iistate, iias iiwell 
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iias iistates iiin their interactions iiwith iione iianother, iimust iiact iiin iiaccordance iiwith iithose 

iiprinciples, regardless of empirical iipolitics' iiobjections ii(Primoratz, 2007). 

Politics research is now in an unacceptable state. Representative democracy is often 

regarded as the ideal form of governance in Europe and America; nevertheless, individuals who 

have firsthand experience with its operation, as in Nigeria, are frequently disillusioned and 

concerned. Democracy has iinot iibeen iiextended iito iinon-European iiraces, iiand iimany 

iidemocratic initiatives iihave failed in iirecent iiyears. iiThis unhappiness has prompted much 

research into political structures, yet modern books on politics have paid little regard to the truths 

of human nature (MacGregor, 2010). Politics used to be mostly founded on human nature 

notions, but the early nineteenth-century dogmatic political authors' disrepute has made current 

students of politics too concerned with avoiding anything that recalls their techniques. As a 

result, although psychology has reshaped schooling and criminology, politics has remained 

substantially untouched. This study therefore seeks to investigate and address the impact of 

human nature and morality on politics among political parties in Nigeria. 

 

CONCEPTUAL CLARIFICATION 

 

Human Nature 

 

Human iinature iiis iia iinotion iithat iirefers iito iithe iiunderlying iiinclinations iiand iiqualities iithat 

humans iiare iithought iito iipossess iinaturally, iisuch iias iiways iiof iithinking, iifeeling, iiand 

iibehaving. The iiword iiis iioften iiused iito iidescribe iithe iiessence iiof iihumanity iior iiwhat iiit 

iimeans iito iibe human. iiHuman iinature iirefers iito iithe iiinherent iifeatures, iias iiwell iias iimethods 

iiof iithinking, feeling, iiand iibehaving, iithat iipeople iinaturally iipossess, iiregardless iiof iicultural 

iiinfluences. iiThe questions iiof iiwhat iithese iitraits iiare, iiwhat iiproduces iithem, iiand iihow iithey 

iiare iiattached iiare among iiof iithe iioldest iiand iimost iiimportant iiin iiWestern iiphilosophy 

ii(Robinson ii& iiHoward, 2021). iiThese iiquestions iihave iiprofound iiethical, iipolitical, iiand 

iitheological iiramifications. iiThis is iidue iito iithe iifact iithat iian iiattribute iimay iibe iiboth iia iisource 

iiof iistandards iiof iibehaviour iior ways iiof iilife, iias iiwell iias iia iisource iiof iiimpediments iior iilimits 

iito iilive iia iitruthful iilife. iiHuman rights iiare iioften iiviewed iias iiinalienable iifundamental iirights 

iito iiwhich iia iiperson iiis iiessentially entitled iijust iiby iivirtue iiof iibeing iia iipersonality. 

Human iirights iiare iidesigned iito iibe iiuniversal ii(meaning iithey iiapply iito iieveryone) iiand 

equitable. iiThese iirights iimay iiexist iiin iilocal, iiregional, iinational, iiand iiinternational iilaw iias 

natural iior iilegal iirights. iiHuman iirights iias iia iischool iiof iithought iihas iibeen iia iicornerstone iiof 

public iipolicy iiacross iithe iiglobe, iiat iithe iiintersection iiof iinational iilegislation, iiinternational 

iiand regional iiinstitutions, iistate iipolicies, iiand iinon-governmental iiorganisation iiactivities. 

iiHuman nature iiis iia iipopular iitopic iiof iimoral iiand iipolitical iidebate iiamong iiordinary iipeople 

iias iiwell ias philosophers, iipolitical iiscientists, iiand iisociologists. iiThis iiis iiowing iito iithe iiwidely 

iiheld iibelief that iigenuine iidescriptive iior iiexplanatory iiassertions iibased iion iithe iiidea iiof 

iihuman iinature have, or iiwould iihave, iisignificant iinormative iirelevance. iiSome iipeople iibelieve 

iithat iihuman iinature precludes iithe iidevelopment iiof iicertain iitypes iiof iisocial iistructure, iisuch 

iias iia iiwidely iiequal society. iiOthers iiargue iithat iia iivalid iinormative iiethical iitheory iimust iibe 

iibased iion iiprevious understanding iiof iihuman iinature ii(Robinson ii& iiHoward, ii2021). iiOthers 

iiargue iithat iithere iiare particular iimoral iiprohibitions iiagainst iichanging iior iiinterfering iiwith iithe 

iicollection iiof iitraits that iidefine iihuman iinature. iiFinally, iiothers iiargue iithat iithe iiconcept's 
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iimoral iirelevance iistems from iithe iifact iithat iisimply iideploying iiit iiis iioften, iiif iinot iialways, 

iiharmful. 

There iiare iisubstantial iidifferences iiover iithe iiconcept's iisubstance iiand iiexplanatory 

importance, iithe iimost iiglaring iiof iiwhich iibeing iiwhether iithe iiword ii"human iinature" iirefers iito 

anything iiat iiall, iiin iiaddition iito iisuch iidifferent iiand iiusually iicontradicting iinormative 

applications iiof iithe iiexpression. iiSome iiof iithe iiarguments iifor iithe iiabsence iiof iihuman iinature 

are iianthropological, iibased iion iiperspectives iion iithe iiinteraction iibetween iinatural iiand iicultural 

aspects iiof iihuman iiexistence. iiOther iiexplanations iicited iiinclude iibiological, iistemming iifrom 

the iihuman iispecies' iistatus iias iia iibasically iihistorical iiresult iiof iievolution, iisimilar iito iithat iiof 

other iispecies. iiWhether iithese iiarguments iisupport iithe iithesis iithat iithere iiis iino iisuch iithing iias 

human iinature iirelies, iiat iileast iiin iipart, iion iiwhat iithe iiexpression iiis iiintended iito iibe 

iidetecting. Many iirecent iisuggestions iihave iivery iidifferent iiresponses iito iithis iitopic. 

Understanding iithe iiphilosophical iicontroversies iiover iithe iiterm ii"human iinature" 

requires iia iiclear iiunderstanding iiof iithe iigrounds iifor ii(1) iiadopting iicertain iiadequacy 

requirements iifor iiits iiusage iiand ii(2) iiaccepting iispecific iisubstantive iiassertions iimade iiwithin 

the iiframework iiso iiestablished ii(Hume, ii2021). iiOne iihistorical iiimpediment iito iisuch iiclarity iiis 

that iiwe iihave iiinherited iifrom iithe iibeginnings iiof iiWestern iiphilosophy, iithrough iiits iiMedieval 

reception, iithe iiidea iithat iitalking iiabout iihuman iinature iiinvolves iia iinumber iiof iidifferent iibut 

related iiclaims. iiOne iiset iiof iiallegations iistems iifrom iivarious iiinterpretations iiof iithe iiGreek 

counterparts iiof iithe iiword ii"nature." This collection of claims, known as the conventional 

package, is a set of sufficiency requirements for every substantive claim including the phrase 

human nature." A number of such major statements have been passed down to us from the 

origins of Western philosophy. Humans are "rational animals" or "political animals," for 

example. These statements are known as classic slogans. The traditional package is a collection 

of guidelines for interpreting assertions along the lines of traditional slogans, such as what it 

means to declare that it is "human nature" to be a rational animal. 

 

Political Morality 

 

The process of forming moral judgments regarding political conduct and political actors is 

known as political morality (also known as political ethics or public ethics). It is divided into two 

sections. The first is process ethics (sometimes known as office ethics), which is concerned with 

public officials and their practises. When the term's origins and steady growth are examined, the 

notion of political morality becomes clear. The principles of justice have traditionally formed the 

essential norms and aspirations of political morality. People iiuse iitheir iiown iiperceived iinotion 

iiof iimorality when iiattempting iito iimake iimoral iijudgements iiconcerning iipolitical iimatters. 

Morality as a notion is based on numerous moral underpinnings. Morality, as viewed through the 

prism of these foundations, influences people's perceptions of political activities and actors 

(Thompson, 2013). 

The term 'formal' is often used to describe political morality. Following the law and 

maintaining respect are just two of the most important aspects of achieving the concept of public 

morality. These characteristics are expected of those who are actively involved in politics, and 

they are eventually demanded of political leaders (Deveaux, 2002). Each individual has their 

own values and ideas about a contentious issue; nonetheless, iiit iiis iithe iiresponsibility iiof 

iipolitical leaders iito iirespect iiothers' iibeliefs iiand iiadvocate iifor iitheir iiconstituents' iibeliefs 

iiwhile adhering to iithe iilaw iiand iithe iiconstitution ii(Mendeluk, 2018). The major concerns in the 
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other field of political ethics are conflicts among the purposes themselves, rather than conflicts 

between methods and ends. In the case iiof iiglobal iijustice, iifor iiexample, iithe iitension iiis 

iibetween iithe iiclaims iiof country iistates iiand iicitizens iion iithe iione iihand, iiand iithe iiclaims iiof 

iiall iipeople iiof iithe iiglobe on the other (Beitz, 1999). Traditionally, national claims have taken 

precedence, but in recent years, cosmopolitan philosophers have pushed for all inhabitants of the 

globe to be heard. 

Political morality, on the other hand, is concerned with implementing moral ideals in 

democratic countries when individuals (and philosophers) dispute over what constitutes perfect 

justice. How, if at all, can governments defend iiprogressive iitaxation, iiaffirmative iiaction, iithe 

rightitoiabortion, iiuniversal iihealthcare, iiand other policies in a pluralist society? Political 

morality also addresses moral issues presented byiipoliticaliicompromise,iiwhistleblowing,iicivil 

disobedience, iiand iicriminal iipunishment. iiPolitical iimorality iirefers iito iimoral and ethical norms 

maintained in a society by legislation, police action, or societal pressure and applied to public 

life, media content, and public behaviour (George, 2000). Politics' morality or immorality is an 

unavoidable topic for philosophers, politicians, and ordinary folk. It is especially timely in light 

of recent political events that have placed moral limitations on individual and community 

decision and behaviour under tremendous pressure. We are now confronted with a slew of 

important concerns in both domestic and international affairs, many of which involve 

challenging moral dilemmas. iiAt iithe iisame iitime, iithe iiwords iiand iiactions iiof iithe iipolitical 

iileaders iitasked iiwith creating iiand iiimplementing iisolutions iito iithese iiproblems iiput iiour iifaith 

iiin iithem iito iithe iitest. In iithese iicircumstances, iithe iiissue iiof iithe iirelationship iibetween 

iipolitics iiand iimorality becomes even iimore iipressing. Above all, political morality is a public or 

political life ethics, or ethical norms. 

 

Impact of Human Nature on Politics 

 

Knowledge of iihuman iinature iimay iiassist iipoliticians iiin iimaking iibetter iidecisions, iias iiwell iias 

provide iithem iiwith iigreater iiflexibility iito iimake iidecisions iiin iithe iifirst iiplace. iiIt iimay iialso 

help leaders iiinfluence iitheir iifollowing iimore iieffectively. iiStudents iiwith iiexam iianxiety iior iia 

ifear of public iispeaking imayiibenefit ifrom iunderstandingiihumaniinatureii(Loper, ii2017).iiThe 

following are iisome iiof iithe iiconsequences: 

 

Human iiNature iiSkills: iiA iipolitician iiis iisomeone iiwho iiis iiinvolved iiin iiparty iipolitics iior 

iiwho has iior iiseeks iian iielected iiposition iiin iigovernment. iiPoliticians iipropose, iisupport, iireject, 

iiand write iilaws iithat iicontrol iithe iiland iiand, iiby iiimplication, the iipeople iithat iilive iithere.IiThe 

capacity iito iithink iirationally iiutilising iilogic iiand iireasoning, ias well iias iithe iiability iito iibe iifun. 

Political iiknowledge iiis ii"the iibreadth iiof iifactual iiinformation iiabout iipolitics iithat iiis iipreserved 

in iilong-term iimemory," iiaccording ito Human Nature. Having a igreater iunderstanding iiof iipolity, 

ipolitics, iiand iipolicy iiis iithought iito iiempower iiand iimotivate iiindividuals iito iiengage iiin 

iipolitics, iwhich iimay iihave iia iisignificant iiinfluence iion iipolitics. 

 

Political iiConduct ii(Human iiNature): iiPolitical iibehaviour iiis iia iisubset iiof iihuman iibehaviour 

that iiis iiconcerned iiwith iipolitics iiand iipower. iiLegislative iiand iilawful iipolitical iiactivity iithat 

iiis isanctioned iiby iithe iilaw iiand, iias iia iiresult, iiis iiseldom iidamaging iito iiothers. iiIf iipower iiis iia 

iforce, iia iireservoir iiof iipotential iiinfluence iithrough iiwhich iievents iimay iibe iiinfluenced, iithen 

ipolitics iirefers iito iithe iiactions iiand iibehaviours iithat iilead iito iithe iidevelopment iiand iiuse iiof 
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ipower iiin iiinstitutional systems. That is why politicians must have a thorough knowledge of 

both politics and power. 

 

Communication (Human Nature): Effectively expressing thoughts and communicating 

information in a timely and precise manner. Individually or in groups, identifying, prioritising, 

and addressing issues; the capacity to ask the proper questions, sort out the numerous sides of a 

problem, and give ideas and solutions to the problem. A politician's strong communication builds 

trust among his or her supporters. The goal is that people would be inspired to participate in 

politics as a result of this trust. As the connection between the politician and the people grows, 

they will recognise that their problems are important. 

 

Impact of Political Morality on Politics 

 

For the simple reason that people exist in society, morality is concerned with their personal traits 

(Ayala, 2010). Politics philosophy is also concerned with human social life, behaviour, and 

performance. 

 

Realism:iiis a iiway iiof iithinking iiabout iiand iidoing iiinternational iipolitics. iiIt iistresses iithe 

importance iiof iithe iination-state iiand iiassumes iithat iiall iinations iiare iidriven iiby iinational 

interests, iior iiat iithe iivery iileast, iinational iigoals iidisguised iias iimoral iiconcerns. iiA-moralists 

iiare typically iiused iito iidescribe iipolitical iirealists, iiwho iibelieve iithat iiany iimethods iishould iibe 

employed iito iiprotect iithe iinational iiinterest ii(Mosele, ii2018). iiMoral iirealism iiis iithe iibelief 

iithat facts iiexist iiabout iiwhich iibehaviours iiare iiright iiand iiwhich iiare iiwrong, iias iiwell iias 

iiwhich objects iiare iigood iiand iiwhich iiare iiharmful. iiSecond, iirealists iibelieve iithat iimoral 

iirealities are unaffected by our views or thoughts about them. 

 

Idealism: Idealists have a positive attitude toward human nature and a positive outlook on 

politics; they think that peace and prosperity can be achieved when leaders are reasonable and 

work together toward shared objectives (Amstutz, 2019). With idealism, a politician may 

persuade her supporters to believe in education, development, and the possibility of a better 

future. Politicians have the ability to imagine or perceive things in an ideal or flawless light. 

Realism, on the other hand, takes a more pragmatic and realistic approach to a problem. 

Openness of political parties and leaders to their supporters is a fundamental topic in politics 

(Stokes, 1999). In this sense, ethical reasoning in state action include public institutions 

responding to society and paying attention to people's needs and wants, easing access to services, 

and providing a conducive environment for long-term human and societal improvement. 

 

Convictional morality (Gesinnungsethik): This emphasises the fundamental essence of 

activities and the purity of intentions while ignoring the outcomes. Conviction-based morality is 

suitable in private life, but not in politics, when the essential interests of vast groups of people 

are at issue (Max in Satkunanandan, 2014). Because this style of ethics is incapable of adapting 

the demands of politics, it enjoins unwavering devotion to moral prescriptions and proscriptions, 

regardless of the circumstances. As a consequence, when used in the public realm, it leads to 

inaction and, in the end, betrays the same ideals it claims to uphold. Its adherents strive to great 

lengths to remain on the straight iand inarrow iroad iof imorality iand ikeep itheir ihands iclean; iit iis 

inot itheir ifault iif itheir igood iintentions iare ithwarted iby ipoor iluck, ior iby ithe iignorance ior 
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imalice iof iothers. iA ifollower iof ithe imorality iof iresponsibility, ion ithe iother ihand, iconsiders 

ithings ilike ichance iand iother ipeople's iflaws, iand iaccepts iresponsibility ifor ia iwide irange iof 

iconsequences iof itheir iactions, iboth iintended iand iunintended i(but iforeseen ior iforeseeable), 

idirect iand iindirect, iincluding ithose imediated iby iother ipeople's iactions. iOnly igood ican iarise 

ifrom igood, iand ionly ievil ican icome ifrom ibad, iaccording ito ithe imorality iof iconviction 

i(Satkunanandan, i2014). 

 

The iMorality iof iResponsibility i(Verantwortungsethik) iis iaware iof ithe iworld's iabsurdity, 

iespecially ithe iirrationality iof ipolitics. iPolitics iis iabout ipower, iand iviolence iis ione iof iits imost 

iimportant itools. iBut, ias'satanic iforces,' ipower iand iviolence iare iextraordinarily idifficult ito 

icontrol ionce ireleased, iand ieven imore iimpossible ito iforetell iwhere iresort ito ithem iwill ilead ius. 

iA iperson iwho idecides ito ienter ipolitics, ithat iis, ito iuse ipower iand iviolence iin ithe ipublic iarena 

ion ia iregular ibasis, ienters iinto ia i"pact iwith isatanic ipowers," iand imust iunderstand ithat, iin 

iterms iof ihis iactions, i"it iis inot itrue ithat inothing ibut igood icomes ifrom igood iand inothing ibut 

ievil icomes ifrom ievil, ibut irather iquite ifrequently ithe iopposite iis ithe icase." iAnyone who does 

not understand this is a kid when it comes to politics (Satkunanandan, 2014). 

Those who wish to enter politics imust ibe iwilling ito iuse ibad imeans ithat iordinary 

imorality iforbids iin iorder ito iachieve ia igood ipolitical iend, ito iaccept iresponsibility ifor iwhat 

ithey icontribute ito, iwhether iwith ior iwithout iintent, iand ito ilive iwith ifull iknowledge iof iwhat 

ithey ihave idone iand ithe iguilt ithat iknowledge imust iengender. iThe icontrast ibetween ithe itwo 

isorts iof imorality, ihowever, iis inot iabsolute. iWhatever ia imoral ihuman iperson ican ibring 

ihimself ito ido iin ipursuit iof ia ipolitical igoal, ino imatter ihow iessential ithe igoal imay ibe, ithere iis 

ia ilimit ito iwhat ihe ican ibring ihimself ito ido i(Gilman, i2005). iWeber iseems ito ibelieve ithat ithere 

iis ino iway ito iset ia iboundary ithat imust inot ibe icrossed ifor ieveryone, iand ithat ieach iperson 

iactive iin ipolitics imust ichoose ifor ihimself iwhere ithe iline iis idrawn. iHowever, ithe iexistence iof 

isuch ia iline ifor ievery idecent iperson idemonstrates ithat ithe iethics iof iconviction iand 

iresponsibility iare inot imutually iexclusive ibut irather icomplimentary; iit iis ionly iwhen ithey iare 

icombined ithat ithe itrue ihuman ibeing icapable iof ia i"passion ifor ipolitics" emerges (Starr, 1999). 

 

Challenges of Human Nature and Morality on Politics among Political Parties 

 

Decision-making: Political parties and politicians are always confronted with the issue of making 

decisions. In politics, decision-making is a complex combination of ideas, interests, ideologies, 

institutions, and people, using data derived from both systematic study and practical experience. 

In order to achieve these goals, groups develop and sectoral interests arise. As a consequence, 

policy choices may serve the interests of political and career systems rather than the interests of 

the general public (Frieden, 2020). The organization's purpose may be displaced in favour of 

sectional interests and individual ambition in this fashion. 

 

Moral Conflict: When two moral concerns tug us in opposing directions, we can only act in 

accordance with one at the expense of behaving in accordance with the other. Moral conflict 

arises when people or organisations disagree on strongly held moral principles that are difficult 

to translate or compare to one another (Cole, 2014). Moral orders are made up of the 

information, ideas, and values that individuals use to make decisions concerning other people's 

experiences and views. They disagree regarding the meaning and relevance of the main problems 
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because they are arguing from different moral stances. In and of itself, this makes negotiation or 

compromise exceedingly difficult. 

 

Ethical Dilemma: An iethical idilemma iis ia iscenario iin iwhich ia idecision imust ibe imade 

ibetween itwo isolutions, inone iof iwhich iresolves ithe iproblem iethically. iIn isuch iconditions, 

isocietal iand ipersonal iethical irules iwill inot ibe iable ito igive ithe iselector iwith ia isuitable iresult. 

iAn iethical idilemma iis ia icomplex iscenario iin iwhich ithere iseems ito ibe ia imental ibattle 

ibetween imoral iimperatives, iin iwhich ifollowing ione iwould imean idisobeying ithe iother 

i(Hegde, i2021). 

Poverty: iIn ia ipolitical iparty iwhere icultural ior iethnic igroups iperceive ieconomic, ipolitical, ior 

isocial iinequity, ibetrayals iare imore iprobable, ileading ito ia ibreakdown iof ihuman inature iand 

imorality iamong ipoliticians. iInequality, iconflict iof iinterest, ibad igovernance, inepotism, 

iadministrative isecrecy, iinformation ileaks, ipublic iaccountability, ipolicy iproblems, iand 

icorruption iare iall iimportant iissues iplaguing itoday's ipolitical iparties. 

 

CONCLUSION 

 

According to the document, politics encompasses all forms of cooperation, negotiation, and 

conflict inside and between civilizations. The availability of required circumstances for ethical 

conduct, such as the capacity ito ipredict ithe irepercussions iof ione's iown iacts iand ithe iability ito 

iform ivalue ijudgements, idetermines iwhether ior inot ihumans ihave ia imoral isense. iMoral 

ijudgements iare ibased ion ia iperson's icapacity ito iremember ithe ipast, ienvision ifuture 

irepercussions iof iacts, iand ibe iaware iof icurrent, ipast, iand ilikely ifuture isentiments iall iat ithe 

isame itime. Political parties or politicians with moral character need virtues such as integrity, 

courage, fortitude, honesty and loyalty.  

 

Recommendations 

 

Based on the summary of the study, the paper recommended the followings: 

 

 Political parties should be able to identifying ithe iproblem, isetting ithe iagenda, 

iimplementing ithe ipolicy, iand ievaluating ithe iresults iin iother ito imake ivalue idecision; 

 Political iparties ineed ito ihave igood iknowledge, ibeliefs, iand ivalues ipeople ias ito imake 

ijudgements iabout ithe iexperiences iand iperspectives iof iothers;  

 Political parties need to think of what they have to offer to the public and society instead 

of thinking of their personal gains; and  

 Political party should exercise internal democracy. 
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