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Abstract  
Nigeria has been suffering from incidences and 

consequences of conflicts leading gross insecurity 

even before its independence in 1960. Different 

military and civilian governments post-dating 

independencehave tried to arrest the scenario but to 

no avail. This work, therefore, investigates the 

relationship between the character of the Nigerian 

state and the emergence of conflicts and insecurity; 

and that between the Nigerian state and the 

ineffectiveness of its counter-insecurity measures 

since 1960. Logical inquiry, survey of literature, 

and expost facto methods of data gathering, and 

trend analysis were adopted for purposes of 

inference. Results of analysis reveal that the 

Nigerian state is the precursor of conflict/insecurity; 

and that renders its counter insecurity measures 

ineffective. The paper, therefore, recommends 

among others a drastic downward review of the 

salaries and allowances of all political holders to 

align with conventional public service salaries and 

allowances structure; and death penalty for corrupt 

public officials. 
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I. Introduction 
British annexation of the 16

th
 century 

empires, kingdoms and segmented societies in the 

western Africa region in pursuit of economic 

interest led to the emergence of the Nigerian state 

(Adebajo, 2010). The need to reduce administrative 

costs, increase revenues, and harmonise 

subordination and exploitative machineries 

orchestrated the colonisation and annexations of 

these independent native empires and kingdoms 

(Eze&Nwobi, 2014). The economies of the empires 

and kingdoms were nationalized through 

lawstogether with the establishment of institutional 

frameworks to administer the laws (Tomori, 1978; 

Falola, 1999). Since then, public institutions and 

laws have continued to serve as instruments in the 

hands of the dominant group for the suppression, 

subordination, and exploitation of the people and 

the associated conflicts (see Lewis & Watts, 2013; 

Aghedo&Osumah, 2015). 

 

Laws and institutions were used by 

Britainto supplant locally produced items with 

imported materials and to facilitate the 

expropriationof local economic resources;introduce 

a uniform currency exchange system based on 

reserves of gold and securities held in London with 

coins issued against repayments in sterling. The 

Mineral Ordinance, the Public Land Acquisition 

Ordinance, the Crown Lands 

(Amendment)Ordinance and the Appointment and 

Deposition of Chiefs (Amendment) Ordinance were 

introduced through 1946 Richard 

Constitution.toemasculate the territory. These 

ensured that mineral exploitation and land 

utilization were the bona-fide rights of the colonial 

state, and subsequently that of the post-colonial 

state. Taxes, laws, and law enforcement agencies or 

institutions as well as wage labour were introduced. 
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This diverted people’s attention towards white-

collar jobs wherein services in the processes of 

exploration and expropriation of mineral deposits 

became the cynosure. Production, consumption, 

distribution, and income generation became 

dependent on laws and their enforcement 

institutions, while the colonial elites manipulate the 

laws and institutions in pursuit of their interest. 

Thus, policies, laws, and enforcement institutions 

became instruments of subjugation or 

subordination, exploitation, and resources 

accumulation.The state, therefore, determines who 

becomes what, does what, where, and when. 

 

Contradictions erupted between the 

preservation of traditional or aborigine power 

structure and the activities of the colonial state 

while tensions between various ethnic migrants 

looking for employment, and engaging in trading 

activities and the natives over access to colonial 

influence or recognitions followed. This was 

necessitated by the colonial state selfish policies of 

divide and rule, employing whoever serves their 

interestsand establishing infrastructures that link 

areas of economic interests with the seaports at 

Lagos and Port Harcourt, and their residences only. 

These generated many crises such as the protest 

against the introduction of water tax bill in Lagos in 

1908, the protest against inequitable land tenure 

policies in Lagos in 1912, the Aba women riot of 

1929, the 1945 general strike, and the various 

Constitutional crises that led to independence 

(Falola and Genova, 2009).  

 

The above modality of subordination, 

exploitation, and accumulation has continued to 

characterizethe state in Nigeria till date. 

Consequently, intra-elites rivalry, inter-ethnic 

tensions, and conflicts remain sacrosanct in Nigeria 

due to methods and means of ascending to and use 

of state power (Moru, 2004).It led to the crisis over 

the motion for self-government in 1956 (Ojiako, 

1981), the 1967-1970 civil war, the Agbekoya 

revolt of 1968-1969, the 1984 Yola and Jimeta 

violence, the Zangon-Kataf conflict of 1992, TIV- 

Jukun conflicts of 1997, the Mangu-Bokkos conflict 

of 1995, and the Niger Delta agitation among tens 

of others (Jackson, 2007). It is the precursor to the 

on-going separatist campaign by the Indigenous 

People of Biafra (IPOB), Famers-Herders conflict, 

the emergence of AMOTEKUN and Easter Security 

Network, etc (Warner, 2012; Uzodike&Whetho, 

2011; Shehu, 2011; Kura, 2010; Adesoji, 2010; 

Kendhammer, 2010; Malesevic, 2010). 

 

The literature suggests that poverty, drugs, 

urbanisation, ethnicity, corruption, colonialism, 

neo-colonialism are major factors responsible for 

these security crises and insecurity (Goldmann, et 

al, 2011; Poveda, 2011; Spano&Bolland, 2011; 

Ewell, 2010; Achumba, et al, 2013; Ali, 2013; 

Breetzke, 2010; Ndikumana, 2010). Others include 

religious rivalry and islamization agenda (Ostebo, 

2012; Stewart, 2012); tribal and boundary disputes 

(Azad, Crawford & Kaila, 2018); classic economic 

conflict between pastoralists and farmers (Adagba, 

et al, 2012; Alozieuwa, 2010); pursuit of power and 

economic advantages (Abdullahi, 2009; Azad, 

Crawford & Kaila, 2018) etc. 

 

The literature provides a common set of explanation 

on the nature and causes of these conflicts in 

Nigeria. For instance, Bouchat (2013, p. 1) noted:  

The politicization of such diversity in 

Nigeria by its elite “instrumentalizes identity” for 

their manipulation, and these groups are often 

organized into “Mafia-like associations” used as 

“pawns on the chessboard of the political elite.” 

Although control over spoils from the political 

economy may be the ultimate motivating force for 

fracturing and violence in Nigeria, the splits occur 

along many identifiable cultural and regional lines 

over power and distribution of public resources.  

 

On his part, Iro&Oarhe (2014, p. 3) attributed 

insecurity in Nigeria to:  

…. social injustice, resource scarcity, class 

antagonisms, unequal power relations, differences 

in values and interests, as well as state and 

governmental partisanship.…(it) has been 

essentially propelled by the political manipulation 

of primordial ties, violent struggles among elites 

over the control of power and resources, and 

grievances regarding pervasive poverty. 

 

However, in spite of different policies, 

actions, and laws introduced to tackle the above 

factors, conflicts and insecurity have persisted in 

Nigeria (Kendhammer, 2010). We observe from 

extensive review of the literature on these efforts 

that there is a little or no effort in addressing the 

character and role of the Nigerian state in the 

emergence of these conflicts and failure of efforts to 

contain them. Thus, the need for this paper. 

 

1.1. Problem Statement/Justification 

Section 14 (2)(1) of the Nigerian 

Constitution made an expressly tough provision 

against criminal activities and acts of insecurity, yet 

insecurity remains intractable. Its wave, dynamics 
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and sophistication has continued to undermine or 

paralyze economic activities, foreign direct 

investments, government revenue generation, and 

activities in the oil industry. Efforts were made to 

address this. However and in spite of counter 

insecurity measures and policies, huge allocations 

to the security sector, security endowment funds, 

panels, round tables, foreign military aid, the 

insecurity scenario is aggravating. Social activities 

and transportation particularly in the crisis prone 

areas are very poor due to fear of the unknown, 

lives, and property are being lost daily, while brain 

drain is increasing geometrically due to fear of 

being kidnapped, killed or maimed.  

 

The literature seems to hold that regardless 

of this situation, Nigerian government and the 

armed forces display nonchalant attitude in 

upholding Section 12 (2)(b) of the 1999 

Constitution (see Adejumo, 2011; Bankong-Obi, 

2011). The teeming population has lost confidence 

in the ability of government and the law 

enforcement agents to secure their lives and 

property (Adegbami, 2013). Government and 

security agencies appear complicit in the on-going 

insecurity challenges. These solicit for research, 

analysis, and recommendation(s). 

 

1.2 Objective(s) of the Study 

The primary objectives of this study are: 

i. To investigate the relationship between the 

character of the Nigerian state and the emergence of 

conflicts and insecurity 

ii. To examine the relationship between the 

Nigerian state and the ineffectiveness of its counter-

insecurity measures since 1960  

 

1.3 Significance of the Study 

The study has theoretical and empirical 

importance. The problem of insecurity in Nigeria 

has being a nagging issue in the academia with 

many but different perspectives that attempt to 

explain and proffer solution to it, yet without result. 

This paper introduces and/or re-enforces a 

perspective that has either being ignored or not 

conceived of. It therefore expands and complements 

the literature in search of solution to the perennial 

problem. 

 

Empirically, the findings of this paper and 

consequent recommendations shall be of most 

importance to practitioners, policy makers, 

government, and security agencies if they consider 

them positively. It shall be a panacea to the long-

standing problem of insecurity in the country.  

II. Review of Extant Literature 
The Nigerian State 

The controversial nature of the concept of 

state left scholars in a dilemma of arriving at a 

consensual definition (Shaapera, 2009). Therefore, 

it is a mirage to have a single universally acceptable 

definition of the State. Nevertheless, all attempts at 

defining the state are categorized ideologically into 

Liberal and Marxist strands. The liberal variant 

views the state from the perspective of structures 

and organisations established to intervene as neutral 

arbiter in the Hobbesian State of Nature through 

laws, regulations, and their enforcement as 

determinant of supreme authority within a defined 

territory (George-Genyi, 2005). Its attributes 

comprises the contemporary institutions of the 

legislature, executive and judiciary, and their 

respective roles.  

 

The Marxian variant views the state as 

product of class conflict, wherein the dominant 

class set up machineries, structures, and rules to 

consolidate its subordination and exploitation of the 

weaker class or the poor (Marx and Engels, 1975; 

Shaapera, 2009 and Abbass, 2010). Thus, Hembe 

(2003) and Fadahunsi (1988) contend that these 

instruments of exploitation do not make and pursue 

policies that would promote general interest. For 

this, Marx and Engels (1975) argue that, “the 

executive of the modern State is but a committee for 

managing the common affairs of the whole 

bourgeoisie” (Marx and Engels, 1975, p.37). 

Collaborating this view, Lenin (1945, p.29) defined 

the State as “the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie”. It 

is therefore settled among scholars in this school of 

thought that the state is only but “the modalities of 

class domination”. 

 

The two variants of state conceptualisation 

seem to address the same objects - machineries, 

structures, and rules – but differ on their intentions 

and roles in the society. The liberals view it as a 

neutral umpire while the Marxists view it as a 

biased instrument in the hands of the dominant class 

for the subordination and exploitation. In this sense, 

democratisation, publicpolicies, and security 

measures, etc. are only apparatus of 

domination(Abbass, 2010). However, some scholars 

argue there is a possibility of the state enjoying 

relative autonomy from all pristine or social forces 

as the dominant force in the society to pursue 

neutral policies (see Paulantzas, 1981). 

Nevertheless,Dunmoye (2012) contends that such 

may exist relative to historical circumstances a 

particular state is experiencing and account for the 
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existence of different characters and types of states 

one can find in the literature. Nevertheless, in the 

historical circumstance struggle for power and 

scarce resources, such force can never be neutral – 

dominance created it and it exists to serve its 

purposes. Thus, Nbete (2012, p. 57) noted that, 

“The creation of Nigeria was considered as an 

expedient formula for the advancement of the 

economic motives of the imperial state”. 

 

Through institutional provisions and laws, 

the colonial state explored, exploited, and 

appropriated raw materials, paid only rent for them, 

and engaged Nigerian wage labours who were 

desirous of their contact and payments for survival 

(Onimode, 1981; Nnoli, 1981). This laid the 

foundation for “… wealth without work” (Collier 

&Hoeffler, 2006, p. 5) on the part of dominant 

forces in Nigeria. Laws, rules, and structures, which 

serve to exploit the people became oriented towards 

rent-seeking ends and created an environment that 

makes contest for their control internecine (Mimiko, 

2007).The state became colonial, rentering, and 

clientelistic.  

(It began) to promote the rent-seeking 

proclivities of transient custodians of state power 

…The contest for political power in the prevailing 

context, therefore, becomes a hot context for the 

main focus of primitive accumulation, and is of 

necessity conflictual, highly divisive and 

fundamentally incapable of sustaining a stable 

pattern of regime change (Mimiko, 2007:304). 

 

The defining power of sharing public 

resources and determining ascendancy to power and 

authoritybecame the prerogative of a few 

individuals that re-cycled themselves,friends, and 

relations in the corridor of power in a patron–client 

relationship. This transformed the Nigerian state 

into a patrimonial state where individuals became 

symbolic with government businesses and activities 

that such that partition such among themelves. Their 

lists make up public appointments, government 

contractors, political aspirants, promotion lists etc. 

Government activities and services became 

personalised and commercialised; laws became 

personified while dissents/oppositions became 

engendered species. Consequently, the Nigerian 

state became privatized (Eze, 2009) – one where 

institutions, policy measures, and laws serve as 

instruments in the hands of a set of few individual 

for subordinating,exploiting, and preserving their 

domination or superiority.  

 

They politicize the rights of minorities and 

regions over redistribution of rents, eviscerate other 

economic sectors, and increase reliance on the 

substitution of public spending for statecraft. Direct 

wealth derived through power and influence, 

corruption, and embezzlement become theirprimary 

focus and pursuit (Ross, 1999; Ikpeze, 

Soludo&Elekwa, 2004). The control of state 

resources as political office holder becomes a sure 

means to wealth, capital formation, and security in 

Nigeria (Falola, 1999; Lewis, 2011). On this lay the 

politics and conflicts of regionalism in the early 

days of independence, state and local government 

creation, federalism, federal character principle, 

revenue derivation principle, agitation for resource 

control, and ethno-nationalism etc. that are at the 

foundation of Nigeria’s insecurity (Falola, 1999; 

Jenne, 2006; Lewis, 2011). 

 

The dominant elites who are enjoying the 

benefits of resource rents at different levels of 

governance scheme through laws, political 

processes, and rules to maintain the status quo and 

tend to resist short-term redistributive pressures 

from constituents thereby generating conflicts 

(Uwazie, 1999; Reno, 2000). They adopt patronage 

system that tend to weaken state institutions, shun 

accountability, engage in buying of some sections 

of the society or individuals, and alienate opposition 

groups out of power (Lewis, 2006). Consequently, 

the distribution of government positions and control 

of revenue increases attract the same level of 

conflicts among groups and individuals that receive 

them (Yakuba, 1999; Lewis, 2006). In such 

conflicts, the leaders tend to demonize rival identity 

groups, opposition, exacerbate their collective 

anxiety, and mobilize others for their self-centred 

support (Casey, 2009; Alozieuwa, 2010). This 

weakens public institutions, exploits subordinates, 

and lead to escalating violence and insecurity 

(Kwaja, 2011, Abdullahi, 2009). 

 

Insecurity in Nigeria 

Conceptualising security provides a clear 

comprehension of what insecurity stands for. Like 

most social science concepts, there is no consensus 

on the actual meaning of security due to different 

ideological orientations andtraining. Scholars and 

practitioners use the term to suit their different 

purposes (Chandiler, 2012). According to Zabadi 

(2005), it connotes the safety of individuals, ability 

of a nation-state to contain internal rebellion and 

external aggression. Concurring to this,Oche (2001) 

noted that it has to do with the absence of forces 

that undermine cohesion and co-operate existence, 
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and a nation’s ability to maintain the vital 

institutions that promote its core values, socio-

political, and economic objectives, as well as meet 

the legitimate aspirations of the people. This 

traditional perspective focuses on capabilities and 

national security, which subdue any form of threat 

to the status quo. Expanding this, Omede (2012) 

and Baldwin (1997) view security as the relative 

ability of a state to counter threats to its core values 

and interests. This focuses on the presence and 

absence of threats, and the preservation of acquired 

values – another concept that is laden with 

differential meanings.  

 

Providing the indices of value associated 

with the concept of security, Stone, (2009, p. 1) 

gave a more encompassing conceptualisation thus: 

“…the pursuit of freedom from threat and the 

ability of states and societies to maintain their 

independent identity and their functional integrity 

against forces of change, which they see as hostile”. 

These include freedom from threat, capabilities, and 

maintenance of functional integrity against forces of 

change like secessionist campaigns, terrorism, 

armed robbery, and assassinations.  

 

Addressing the limited focus of the 

traditional perspective, Nwagboso (2012) and 

Nwolise (2012) view it as both military and state 

abilities, economic, political, environmental, and 

social and other aspects of individual, social groups, 

the state, and human existence. They consider 

human security as against state security (George 

&Hilal, 2013), whichreduces security to 

individual,non-state actors, and sub-national 

groups’ safety from both violent and non-violent 

threats (Dike, 2010; Hubert, 2001). Thus, security 

involve abilities to advance state interests and 

objectives, protect its sovereignty, control crime, 

eliminate corruption, ensure the preservation of 

human lives and rights, and improve the welfare 

and quality of life of every citizen (Omede, 2012).  

 

Conversely, the absence of safety, 

prevalence of danger, hazards, uncertainty, lack of 

confidence, instability, troubles and conflicts, lack 

of protection, abductions/kidnappings, armed 

robbery, vulnerability to harm, loss of life, property 

or livelihood, and the prevalence of other vices 

reign (Achumba, Ighomereho&Akpor-Robaro, 

2013) is known as insecurity.  

 

In Nigeria, the level of insecurity is high 

with unimaginable consequences. First, the 

dominance of three ethnic groups in the post-

independent and regionalised Nigeria, and the 

Hausa/Fulani’s plots for dominance at the centre led 

the minorities to wage struggles for autonomy and 

self-determination against their dominance, 

subordination, and exploitation (Osaghae, 1991; 

Subaru, 1996). These have continued to manifest in 

different forms and times as conflicts and trajectory 

of insecurity (Murray, 2007; Ewetan&Urhie, 2014).  

 

The State and Insecurity Management in Nigeria 

The Nigerian state has adopted different 

policy measures both in short-term and long-term to 

tackle insecurity, though without result. These 

policies and their implementation are predicated 

primarily on the potential sources and nature of the 

security threats. They include the promotion of self-

sustaining development programmes, the creation of 

special employment schemes, introduction of 

poverty alleviation programmes, and the 

establishment of a presumed healthy environment 

for economic and political activities. Special 

provisions and funds were also established for the 

acquisition of armaments and military technology to 

counter threats to its sovereignty and territorial 

integrity (Watson, 2011). In addition, threats of the 

use of force and military deployment, creation of 

primary and mass healthcare programmes, and the 

development of the infrastructure and educational 

system, which are part of the international template 

were equally adopted (Bellamy & MacDonald, 

2002).  

 

The state has continued to adopt a coercive 

military strategy as its primary tool for managing 

the insecurity in the manner of the US-led War on 

Terror, i.e. “to answer these attacks and rid the 

world of evil” (Keen, 2008: 4). For instance, the 

Bakalori peasants’ uprising against government 

takeover of their farmland for the construction of a 

new dam in Sokoto State was crushed by the 

military in 1992 while the Babangida’s regime 

killed over two hundred protesters in Lagos in 1993 

(Falola, 1998; Osaghae, 1998). The Ogoni writer 

and environmentalist Ken Saro-Wiwaand eight of 

kinsmen were also executedwhile thousands of 

IPOB members agitating for independent homeland 

have either been killed or jailed. The massacre of 

over 300 people in Odi in November 1999 and 

killing of over 200 people in October 2001 at 

ZakiBiam, and the 2020 Lekki Toll Gate massacre 

of unarmed protesters by the military are only but a 

few to mention (Harnischfeger, 2008; The Source, 

July 30, 2012). 
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Institutionally, military combatant tactics 

of Operation Python Dance, Operation Crocodile 

Smile 1&2, Operation Lafiya Dole, Operation 

SharanDaji, Operation Awatse, Operation 

ShirinHarbi, Harbin Kunama 1&2, and Operation 

Dokaji were severally adopted in different regions 

to crush agitations and struggles in South-south, 

Southeast and others. The Civilian Joint Task Force 

(CJTF), the Multinational Joint Task Force (MJTF) 

(comprising troops from Nigeria, Niger Republic, 

Chad, and Cameroon), and Nigeria’s Joint Task 

Force (JTF) were established to wipe out boko 

haram. The state also receives external military aid 

from countries like the United States that donates 

US $3 million i.e. 480 million naira annually with 

other technical and logistical support (LeVan, 

2013). Further, the Federal government passed the 

Anti-terrorism Act of 2011, criminalized some 

groups such as the Indigenous People of Biafra 

(IPOB) and the Shiites – an Islamic sect as terrorist 

organisations after 2015 general elections, installed 

computer-based Close Circuit TV camera (CCTV) 

in some parts of the country, and broadcast of 

security tips in mass media (Azazi, 2011). 

 

In the case of Niger Delta 

militantslegal/constitutional strategy was equally 

adopted. The Niger Delta Development Board 

(NDDB) of 1961, the Oil Mineral Producing Areas 

Development Commission (OMPADEC) of 1992; 

the Niger Delta Development Commission (NDDC) 

of 1999; and the Ministry for Niger Delta Affairs 

(MNDA) of 2008 were created (Isumonah, 2003). 

However, the elite control and mismanagement of 

these agencies made them ineffective 

(Agbonifo&Aghedo, 2012). 

 

Further, probe panels and/or judicial 

commissions of inquiry were set up for virtually all 

conflicts and security threats in Nigeria to 

determine their immediate and remote causes, 

identify perpetrators and victims, and develop 

approaches to avert future recurrences (Aghedo, 

2013). Nevertheless, the state ignores the reports 

and recommendations of such panels because most 

of panels indicted government officials and 

powerful elites (Fwa, 2003). In the face of this, 

government normally adopts the instrumentality of 

peace, negotiation, and reconciliatory committee 

activities (Fwa, 2003; Aghedo, 2013).Yet, the level 

of insecurity in the country remains high. 

 

a. Framework of Analysis  

This paper adopts the Marxist Structural 

Conflict Theory as framework for understanding 

and explaining the relationship that exist between 

the Nigerian state, prevailing insecurity, and its 

management crisis in Nigeria. Primarily, the theory 

proposes that contestations or struggle and conflicts 

arise in a society when authoritative distribution of 

commonly owned resources, power, and status is 

perceived to be uneven among the components of 

such society. It further holds that such contestation 

and conflicts are instruments of social change, 

reconfiguration of the existing social structure, and 

total transformation of the social system (Marx, 

1970).  

 

Accordingly, Coser (1957) traced the cause 

of the conflict to efforts by aggrieved and frustrated 

groups/individuals to increase their share of 

gratification, status, and power acquisition in the 

prevailing order. Their demands normally encounter 

stiff resistance from those groups/individuals whose 

interests are dominant in the prevailing pattern of 

distribution of ophelimities of life and power in the 

system.  

 

This theory enables this paper to explore 

the mode and patterns of authoritative distribution 

of commonly owned resources, power, and status in 

the geographical space called Nigeria. Through its 

propositions, the paper explores the pattern of 

dominance inherent in the process, contestations 

thereof, and approaches to resolving such 

contestations. In these, the research notes that the 

state in Nigeria is highly centralized and privatized 

while governance is extremely personalized. Thus, 

the dominant group/interest becomes corrupt, 

unaccountable, lack transparency in regimes, 

practice inadequate checks and balances, absence of 

balance of power between the levels of government, 

dictatorship, non-adherence to the rule of law and 

democratic principles, and employ the 

instrumentality of ethno-religious bias to hold on to 

power.  

 

Consequently, various forms of 

insurgencies and agitations erupted in different parts 

of Nigeria through groups/individuals contesting for 

inclusiveness or autonomy. These include among 

others the Movement for the Emancipation of the 

Niger Delta (MEND), The Niger Delta Vigilante 

Force (NDVF), Movement for the Actualization of 

the Sovereign State of Biafra (MASSOB), 

Indigenous People of Biafra (IPOB), Boko Haram 

Insurgency, the Amotekun Security Outfit in 

Yoruba land, and the Eastern Security Network, 

among many others. Marginalised and oppressed 

individuals and other organised groups embarked on 
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many criminal activities as ways of survival and 

capital formation. This led to the emergence and 

prevalence of terrorism, cultism, kidnapping, armed 

robbery, ritual killings, extra-judicial assassinations, 

political thuggery, arson and violence among others 

(Herbert &Husaini, 2018). Herbert &Husaini (p. 6) 

summarised this thus, “The lack of distribution of 

Nigeria’s wealth means that inequality, poverty and 

lack of access to basic services fuel grievances 

across the country and hold back development”. 

 

It is therefore, empirical that the theory 

explains the current cases of revolts, agitations, 

cries of marginalization, inequality, and demands 

for autonomy etc., which collectively orchestrated 

insecurity in Nigeria. These contestations have led 

to the introduction of many policies and reforms as 

political interventions to resolve the contestations. 

The theory is therefore germane for the study. 

 

III. Materials and Methods 
This paper adopted logical inquiry, survey 

of literature and expost facto methods of data 

gathering. Central to these methods, extensive 

literature review was primarily adopted as data 

gathering processes because of the wealth of 

literature, debates and criticism available on the 

Nigerian state, conflicts, insecurity and its 

management in Nigeria. The method uses library 

documents (both private and public) wherein 

published materials such as books, journals, 

workshop and lecture papers, and government 

publications are preserved. The research equally 

explored available and relevant works and 

documents found online in the internet at different 

websites. 

 

The data generated was analysed using 

trend analysis wherein description and comparison 

of events leading to conflicts, the nature and 

manifestation of the conflicts, the nature of conflict 

management approaches that were adopted, and 

their outcomes using common sense. The method 

here was to determine the applicable variables, their 

empirical indices and thereafter, the relationships 

and causative interactions among the indices of the 

variables within the period of study. Based on the 

findings thereof, attempts were made to extrapolate 

the connection or relationships that exist between 

the character of the Nigerian state, the emergence of 

different contestations/conflicts, and the observed 

crisis in their management. 

 

IV. Results and Findings 

The character of the Nigerian state andinsecurity

  

Ten cases of conflicts are selected from across 

different geopolitical, religious, and ethnic divides 

that make up Nigeria in our efforts to assess the 

relationship between the Nigerian state and 

insecurity. These conflicts are presented in table ‘i’ 

as follow:  

 

Table i: Character of conflicts in Nigeria 
s/n Name of conflict Character of the conflict Causes of the conflict Observed relationship  

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
1 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
Nigeria civil war of 

1967-1970 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
Ethno-political rivalry for 

domination, and the 

separatist campaign of the 
Republic of Biafra  

 Different political crises from 
1962 – 1965 orchestrated by the North’s 

efforts to dominate other tribes such as 

1962/63 census crisis, 1963/64 general 
election crisis, 1964 Western region political 

crisis 

 The 15 January, 1966 coup and its 
ethnic connotations 

 AguiyiIronsipost-coup 
stabilization policy,replacement of federalism 

with unitary system 

 the North’s 29 July, 1966 counter-
coup and its ethnic connotations 

 Lt. Colonel Yakubu Gowon of 

northern extraction’s  ascendency to power in 
place of his military superiors 

 the pogrom against the Igbo 

nation 
 Breakdown of the Aburi Accord 

and the Unilateral Creation of Twelve States 

by Yakubu Gowon in May 1967 

The Nigerian state as 
privatised and governance 

i.e. authoritative 

distribution of commonly 
owned resources, power, 

and status personalised, 

dominant elites from the 
north and alienated and 

suppressed other elites from 
the east and west who 

challenged their alienation. 

This led to the emergence 
of the various crises and the 

civil war. Thus, the 

character and dynamics of 
the Nigerian state 

orchestrated the civil war  

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 Federal government indifference 
to the policy of ‘Reconciliation, 

Rehabilitation & Reconstruction (3Rs) 

launched after the civil war 
 Structural marginalisation of the 

 
 

All the factors or incidents 

that led to the emergence of 
MASSOB/IPOB were 
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2 

 

Movement for the 
Actualisation of the 

Sovereign state of 

Biafra (MASSOB)/ 
Indigenous People 

of Biafra agitation 

(IPOB) 

 

Agitating for self-
determination and separatist 

campaign for the 

establishment of an 
independent Biafra republic  

Igbos and/or the Southeast in Nigeria 

 The Political marginalisation, 
domination, and subordination of the Igbos 

and/or the Southeast  

 Complete neglect of the 
development plights of the Igbos 

 The killing of Igbos across 

Nigeria under any pretence even when they 
are not involved in the issues at stake 

 Consistent forceful retirement of 

Igbos in the security forces who are potential 
candidates for commander–in-chief 

 Marginalisation and alienation of 
the Igbos in appointments and promotions in 

the federal civil service 

intentional models of power 

consolidation and 
alienation, and instruments 

of subjugation employed by 

northern and western elites 
to subordinate the Igbo 

elites. Inadvertently, this 

led to the emergence of the 
MASSOB and IPOB 

campaigns for self-

determination and 
independence 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
3 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
Kaduna: the 

Zangon-Kataf 

conflicts 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
Struggle for domination, 

control of power and 

resources 

 Rebellion against the yoke of the 

emirate rule from Zaria that imposed the 
minority Hausa rule on the majority Kata 

people  

 Hausa marginalization of Kataf‘s 
and other indigenous groups by taking over 

their lands and dominating the political and 

economic opportunities of the area under the 
protection of the Emir of Zaria 

 Persistent imposition of District 

Heads from the minority Hausa ethnic group 
over dominant ethnic groups of the area in 

their famous indirect rule administrative 

system 
 Natives non-Moslem butchers 

were the right to use the same abattoir as the 

Muslim butchers  
 The relocation of the 

ZangonKataf weekly market from the Hausa-

dominated town centre to a new neutral place 
as a result of agitation by Zangonkataf of 

Hausa domination of the market by the Local 
Government Chairman 

 Trespass on ZnagonKataf farms 

and uprooting yam seedlings, and consequent 
retaliations 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
The deliberate plots and 

actions of Fulani elites 

using the instrumentalities 
of federal government to 

put powers and indigenous 

resources of zango-Kataf 
under the control of 

immigrant Fulani elites led 

to the various conflicts. 
This relates to the character 

of the Nigerian state  

4 The Maitatsine 

crisis of 1980s 

Religious ritualism and 

conflict with orthodox 

Moslems and non-Moslems 

 Drive for human ritual 

 Anti-western development & 

modernisation orthodoxy 
 Intra-Muslim doctrinal conflicts 

and revisionism  

 Political rivalries among socio-
ethnic cleavages  

This conflict has to do with 

conflicts of theological 

teachings and islamisation. 
It has no relationship with 

the character of the 

Nigerian state 

 

 
 

 

 
 

5 

 

 
 

 

 
 

Plateau/Jos crises 

and conflicts  

 

 
 

 

 
 

Ethno-religious struggle for 

political power between the 

migrant Hausa/Fulani 

(Moslem) and the 

indigenous (non-Moslem) 
people 

 Creation of Jos North LGA and 

appointment of Hausa/Fulani (Moslem) as 
chairman in a dominantly indigenous non-

Hausa/Fulani (non-Moslem) population by 

the then Federal Military Govt. 
 The issuance of indigene 

certificates to Jasawa/Fulani immigrants but 

the local chairman from 1991 to 1998, which 

the indigenous people detested and stopped 

when Frank Bagudu Tardy –an indigene from 

Anaguta tribe won the chairmanship election 
in 1998. 

 The federal government 

appointment of Alhaji Mohammed Muktar, a 
Hausa-Fulani man and a former chairman of 

Jos North Local Government, as the 

coordinator of the Federal Government’s 
National Poverty Alleviation Programmed in 

Jos North LGA 

 The appointment of Ado Ibrahim, 

 

 
 

 

 
 

The deliberate plots and 

actions of Fulani elites 

using the instrumentalities 

of federal government to 

put powers and indigenous 
resources of Jos North LGA 

under the control of the 

minority Jasawa/Fulani 
immigrant elites led to the 

various conflicts. This 

relates to the character of 
the Nigerian state 
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a Jasawa immigrant to the post of Secretary 

to the Jos North Education Authority but was 
successfully opposed and removed by the 

indigenes  

 Reprisal attacks and phobia 
relating to political appointments between the 

Hausa/Fulani and indigenous non-

Hausa/Fulani caused 63 conflicts from 1996 -
2010 

 The victory of Timothy Buba (a 

non-Moslem indigene) as chairman elect of 
Jos North LGA during 2009 local 

government election  

 
 

 

 
 

 

6 

 
 

 

 
 

 

The Boko Haram 
insurgency 

 
 

 

 
 

 

Hybrid warfare with 
economic, political, social 

and religious objectives 

 Propagation, indoctrination of the 
group’s belief system, and Islamization of 

Nigeria 

 Demands for the establishment of 
Sharia state/government and the abolishment 

of Nigeria secular state system 

 long-standing patterns of regional 
inequality and social cleavages between the 

Muslim-majority north and the Christian-

majority south 
 Campaign against the eroding of 

traditional Koranic education systems and 

prevailing western education and civilisation 
 High level corruption and the 

dramatic poverty and inequality in Northern 

Nigeria  

Like the maitatsine 
conflicts, this conflict has 

to do with conflicts of 

theological teachings and 
islamisation. However, it 

was later dragged into the 

political struggle to abort 
the second term bid of 

President 

GoodLuckJonathan – a 
southerner by the northern 

elites. This mission was 

short-lived because of  
GoodLuck’s peaceful 

handover of power to 

Buhari – a northerner. 

 

 

 
 

 

 
7 

 

 

 
 

 

 
Ife/Modakeke 

conflict 

 

 

 
 

 

 
Struggle for political 

control and domination and 

location political 
institutions 

 The attack on Apomu market in 

Ife in 1821 by Modakeke and a repeat 

attack/the temporary sack of Ife by a 
combination of Modakeke and Ibadan forces 

in 1852 and the associated lingering 

anger/animosity 
 Political contest and struggle for 

votes between Ife elites backed by the UPN 

state government and Modakeke elites 
backed by NPN federal government 

 Modakeke elites pursued separate 

identity project with request for a separate 
local government 

 The elevation and crowning of 

Modakeke traditional head chief 
 The location of the headquarters 

of the newly created Ife East local 

government 
 The alienation of elites from Oyo 

sub-groups in Origbo and Modakeke by 

OoniSijuwade as a means domination and 
controlaroused the anger of the alienated 

groups 

 

 

 
 

 

 
The domination and control 

of power and resources by 

Ife elites and the 
subsequent struggle by the 

migrant Yoruba elites from 

Modakeke for autonomy 
and inclusiveness in the 

sharing of power and 

resources led to the 
conflicts.This relates to the 

character of the Nigerian 

state 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
8 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
Famers-Herders 

conflicts 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
Destruction of farmlands, 

killing of cows, abduction 

and killing of people, and 
burning of houses 

 Climate change that leads to 
desertification and irregular rainfall, and 

increasing scarcity of land and access to 

riverbanks has resulted in contested claims 

over land use between indigene farmers and 

Fulani migrant herders 

 Increasing practice of hiring 
salaried herdsmen to guard and protect their 

cattle from poor Fulani household but labour-

richwho do not care about laws or rules but 
only cattle gracing  

 Some of the Fulani herdsmen 

have been involved in armed robbery, rape 
and kidnapping 

 Top political and northern ethnic 

elites ownership of cattle colonies, and their 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
The deliberate plots and 

actions of Fulani elites 

using the instrumentalities 
of federal government to 

dominate and takeover 

indigenous grazing and 
water resources of many 

non-Fulani ethnic 

nationalities and 
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supply of arms and ammunitions to herdsmen 

 Cattle rustling and criminal 
impostors as Fulani herdsmen 

 Efforts to settle Fulani herdsmen 

that were imported illegally from different 
parts of Africa to foster Buhari’s presidential 

ambition in 2015 and his subsequent weaver 

of visa for more after his victory 

communities in favour of 

Fulani immigrant elites led 
to these conflicts. This 

relates to the character of 

the Nigerian state 

 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

9 

 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

The Niger Delta 

Agitations 

 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

Distributional 

injustices,Struggle for 
resources control and 

autonomy 

 Loss of Livelihood 

 Environmental degradation 

without requisite development policies and 
projects i.e. Infrastructural Deficit/Under 

Development 

 Oil-Rent sharing mechanisms/ 
capital formation that is in favour of 

Hausa/Fulani dominated federal government 

 The need for profit-seeking 
Violence e.g. Oil Bunkering and Kidnapping 

in the face of oil companies and federal 

government alienation/ exploitation 
 The dominant allocation of oil 

blocks to top political & military leaders, 

Businessmen and traditional rulers of 
northern extraction alone 

 Local elites and chiefs have 

abused their positions for material gain, 
swept away by the Nigeria’s political 

patronage system and corruption wherethe 

resource-sharing follows the lines dictated by 
patronage rather than a policy that serves the 

populace 

 Abuse of the Nigeria federal 
system by the dominant northern elites 

 Political rivalry and contest for 

political power between appendages of the 
north and ethno-nationalist politicians  

 Federal government cancellation 
of the first revenue derivation allocation 

formula of 50% (resource community), 30% 

(Federal government) and 20% (federating 
units to be shared on the basis of population 

and need) 

 Oil companies’ indifference to 
Social Corporate Responsibilities 

 Fiscal federalism and prevailing 

dispute over the revenue allocation formula, 
subsequent struggle for autonomy and 

resource control 

 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

The employment of 

political positions/ power as 
instrument of personal 

gains and capital formation 

particularly by the northern 
elites to the alienation of 

the Niger Delta elites and 

people led to the resistance 
movement and struggle for 

resources control and 

autonomy.This relates to 
the character of the 

Nigerian state 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
10 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
Ogoni/Andonis 

ethnic conflict 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
Subordination, perverse 

environmental degradation, 

autonomy & resource 
control 

 The failure of oil companies to 

employ indigenes and pay compensation for 
environmental damages  

 Political marginalization 

 Neglect by successive federal and 
Rivers state governments and lack of 

amenities and social services 

 Demand for right to self-

determination & resource control 

 Demand for restructuring and 

political autonomy to participate in the affairs 
of Nigeria as a distinct and separate unit 

 The federal government rejected 

the Ogoni Bill of Rights 
 apparent failure of extant 

strategies to bring about desired ends 
 Inability of oil companies to meet 

the December 1992 demands of MOSOP 

leaders i.e. payment of US $6b accumulated 
rents and royalties, US $4b for environmental 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

The employment of 

political positions/ power as 

instrument of personal 
gains and capital formation 

particularly by the northern 

elites to the alienation of 
Ogoni elites and people, 

and the use of Andonis to 
supress their agitation 

through attacks led to the 

conflicts. This relates to the 
character of the Nigerian 
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damages, & end to environmental 

degradation and gas flaring,covering of all 
exposed high pressure oil pipelines, and 

negotiating with Ogoni people 

state 

Sources: Ojo, 2013; Falode, 2016; Freeman, 2015; Sulieman, 2011;Segun&Jegede, 2013; Onuoha, et al., 

2010;Nbete, 2012; Maier, 2000; Bala, 1990; Nwakanma, 1987; Aremu&Buhari, 2017; Onumonu&Anutanwa, 

2017;Osaghae, 1995; Efeni, 1992; Oravee, 2015; Boman, 1995; Maiwa, 1996;Afolabi, 2004; Ladan-Baki, 2015; 

Yahaya, 2016; Hurso 2017; Alao, 2004; Akinjogbin, 1998; Ogbuleke, 2015; Adesoji, Hassan &Arogundade, 

2017;Uzodinma, 2017; Chukwudi, Gberevbie, Okumagba, 2012; Raji, 1998; Ovwasa 1999; Abazie-Humphrey, 

2014; Adisa&Adekunle, 2010; Ojukwu&Onifade, 2010; Ajodo-Adebanjoko, 2017; Dimelu, et al 2016; Ozor, 

2018. 

A critical review of the data in table ‘i’ 

reveals that the use of political power by 

individuals to acquire wealth, dominate and control 

public resources, distribute same as one wishes in 

Nigeria laid the foundation and consolidates the 

internecine struggle for power and brutal 

repression of any opposition or resistance. Apart 

from the maitatsine and to an extent the boko-

haram insurgency, the use of political power for 

individual group economic interest and 

alienation/suppression of others is the primary 

cause of conflicts in Nigeria. Across the major 

ethnic divides and in all the ethnic groupings, 

rivalry and conflicts are sacrosanct and a product 

of the colonial state and system of governance – 

suppression, subordination, and exploitation for 

altruistic gain. This led to high levels of social 

fragmentation with attendant strong bonding within 

groups and weak links among groups (Francis, et 

al., 2014). On this lay the foundation of group 

interest, alienation, suppression, and patronage 

system that characterise the Nigerian state. 

 

The system fosters deep feelings of 

grievance, distrust, animosity, and agitations that 

generate conflict when any of the groups perceive 

purposeful exclusion from appointments and the 

benefits that others are receiving (Agbiboa, 2013). 

This is because individuals who are in charge or 

control employ any machinery or means to ensure 

swift repression of such agitations. The military 

onslaught by the Fulani led federal government 

against Ogoni people and the subsequent killing of 

Ken Saro-Wiwa with eight others, the 1967 – 1970 

Igbo pogrom and the subsequent extra-judicial 

killing of unarmed MASSOB/IPOB members, and 

the on-going mayetti-Allah and herdsmen massacre 

of farmers, etc. serve as good examples. The 

unarmed members of IPOB were declared terrorists 

and proscribed by the federal government while 

mayetti-Allah and herdsmen traversing the streets 

of Nigeria with AK-47 rifles, burning houses, and 

killing people, were not tagged terror organisation 

nor proscribed simply because they are of the 

Fulani extraction.  

 

The system has nurtured the practice of a 

violent winner-takes all the political system, 

uneven development and unquestionable 

marginalization of large sections of the population 

(Francis, et al., 2014; Wunti&Moniruzzaman, 

2016). National resources become the prerogative 

of dominant elites in the victorious group(s) to 

appropriate. Onoja (2014, p. 36) noted, “Different 

regimes in Nigeria have had cause to appropriate 

international targets and agendas to suit their 

needs, but also to perpetuate themselves in power 

and corruptly appropriate resources.” In spite of the 

rhetoric and massive anti-corruption campaign, 

political office holders, both the military and 

civilians, have misappropriated over $400 billion 

from Nigeria’s public accounts from 1960 to 1999 

(Hoffmann & Patel, 2017), yet these leaders are 

working free and dictating who governs and who 

gets what in the Nigerian patronage system. The 

Niger Delta militants and the Boko Haram terror 

organisation have adduced this as an explicit 

rationale or justification for their use of violence 

(Thurston, 2016). Development projects are 

located where they want, appointments, and 

promotions are given only to their cronies and 

members of their groups, while they enjoy electoral 

victories whether voted for by the people or not.  

 

The 2019 presidential elections and its 

associated Supreme Court judgement have been 

acclaimed as a rape on democracy and rule of law. 

Adjunct to this and contrary to the principles of 

federalism, the northern Fulani elites are in control 

of the presidency, senate, the judiciary, all the 

security organisations and armed forces, Nigeria 

National Petroleum Corporation, and oil blocks 

located in the South-South, etc. This has being 

generating animosity, agitation, and a sense of 

secession at the grassroots leading to the 

emergence of regional security organisations like 

the Amotekun in Yoruba, Community vigilante 
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and Eastern Security Network in Igbo, etc. Tension 

and rumours of the re-emergence of campaign for 

the Odudua and Biafra republics are evident in the 

social media.   

 

Consciously, the supressed and 

subordinated individual elites and groups resort to 

belligerent activities and their sponsorship as mean 

of distorting and changing the status quo. 

Kidnapping, ritual murder, armed robbery, 

assassinations, and abductions together with former 

conflicts in Jos North LGA, Zango-Kataf in 

Southern Kaduna, the Niger Delta, and the 

emergence of socio-religious and ethnic separatist 

organisations are only but a few to mention. In 

these agitations or campaign, “…. ethnic and 

religious identities are the bases of contestations 

for inclusions in opportunities and rights that are 

available to others. Many of these contestations 

result in violence” (Adeola, 2017, p. 338). It 

becomes innocuous, therefore, to conclude that 

there is a relationship between the character of the 

Nigerian state and the emergence of insecurity in 

Nigeria. 

 

The Nigerian state and the ineffectiveness of counter-insecurity measures since 1960 
 

Table ii: Model of conflict management in Nigeria 
s/n Name of conflict Causes of the conflict Management model Observed relationship  

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
1 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
Nigeria civil war of 

1967-1970 

 Different political crises 

from 1962 – 1965 orchestrated by the 
North’s efforts to dominate other tribes 

such as 1962/63 census crisis, 1963/64 

general election crisis, 1964 Western 
region political crisis 

 The 15 January, 1966 coup 

and its ethnic connotations 
 AguiyiIronsipost- coup 

stabilization policy,replacement of 

federalism with unitary system 
 the North’s 29 July, 1966 

counter-coup and its ethnic connotations 

 Lt. Colonel Yakubu Gowon 
of northern extraction’s  ascendency to 

power in place of his military superiors 
 the pogrom against the Igbo 

nation 

 Breakdown of the Aburi 
Accord and the Unilateral Creation of 

Twelve States by Yakubu Gowon in 

May 1967 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 Dialogue at Aburi, Ghana, 

which the Federal government failed 

to honour 
 Military repression and 

occupation of eastern region 
 New but more stern 

policies of marginalisation were 

introduced such as the creation of 
states to the disadvantage of the 

eastern region and the progressive 

manipulation of the Nigerian 
population in favour of the North. 

 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
None of the issues and 

grouse that led to the 

war was addressed. 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

2 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

Movement for the 

Actualisation of the 

Sovereign state of 
Biafra (MASSOB)/ 

Indigenous People 

of Biafra agitation 
(IPOB) 

 Federal government 

indifference to the policy of 
‘Reconciliation, Rehabilitation & 

Reconstruction (3Rs) launched after the 

civil war 
 Structural marginalisation of 

the Igbos and/or the Southeast in 

Nigeria 
 The Political 

marginalisation, domination, and 

subordination of the Igbos and/or the 

Southeast  

 Complete neglect of the 

development plights of the Igbos 
 The killing of Igbos across 

Nigeria under any pretence even when 

they are not involved in the issues at 
stake 

 Consistent forceful 
retirement of Igbos in the security forces 

who are potential candidates for 

commander–in-chief 
 Marginalisation and 

 Arrest of IPOB leader on 

16 October 2015 and detention for 
16months but granted bail on 

Tuesday, 25 April 2017 on health 

grounds and barred from public rallies 
and granting media interviews 

 Deployment of a special 

army formation to the south-east 
states and the implementation of the 

‘egwu-eke 2’ (python dance 2) 

military exercise 

 Nigerian security forces 

embarked on a ‘chilling campaign’ of 

torture and illegal mass killings of 
pro-MASSOB/IPOB 

 On 17 September 2017, 

the Nigerian President signed a 
presidential order banning IPOB and 

got Justice Kafarati to declared it a 
terrorist groupthe same month  

 The south-east governors 

banned IPOB and its activities in all 
the Igbo stateson Friday, 15 

 

 
 

 

There is no 
relationship between 

the resolution strategy 

and the causes of the 
agitation. 
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alienation of the Igbos in appointments 

and promotions in the federal civil 
service 

September 2017  

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

3 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

Kaduna: Zangon-
Kataf conflict 

 Hausa marginalization of 

ZangonKataf and other indigenous 
groups by taking over their lands and 

dominating the political and economic 

opportunities of the area under the 
protection of the Emir of Zaria 

 Persistent imposition of 

District Heads from the minority Hausa 
ethnic group on dominant ethnic groups 

of the area in their famous indirect rule 

administrative system 
 ZangonKataf and other non-

Moslem butchers were denied the right 

to use the same abattoir as the Muslim 
butchers  

 The relocation of the 

ZangonKataf weekly market from the 
Hausa-dominated town centre to a new 

neutral place as a result of agitation by 

Zangonkataf of Hausa domination of the 
market by the Local Government 

Chairman 

 Trespass on ZnagonKataf 
farms and uprooting yam seedlings, and 

consequent retaliations on Hausa farms 

 Rebellion against the yoke of 
the emirate rule from Zaria that imposed 

the minority Hausa rule on the majority 

Kata people  

 The Kaduna State 

Government appointed Justice 
RahilaCudjoe Commission of Inquiry 

to investigate the conflicts  

 Kaduna state government 
ordered massive military and police 

arrests of mostly ZangonKataf people 

 Federal Government set up 
a Civil Disturbances Special Tribunal 

made up of 4 Hausa/Fulanis and an 

Igbo man that charged 14 prominent 
ZangonKataf people such as Major-

General ZamaniLekwot& others were 

charged and sentenced to death 
sentenced to death but later 

commuted their death sentences to 

five years imprisonment each 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
None of the issues and 

grouse that led to the 

war was addressed. 
Thus, there is no 

relationship between 

the conflict 
management model 

adopted and the causes 

of the conflicts. 

 

 

4 

 

 

The Maitatsine 
crisis of 1980s 

 Drive for human ritual 

 Anti-western development & 

modernisation orthodoxy 
 Intra-Muslim doctrinal 

conflicts and revisionism  

 Political rivalries among 
socio-ethnic cleavages  

 

 

Military repression and extra-judicial 
killings 

 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

5 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

Plateau/Jos crises 
and conflicts 

 Creation of Jos North LGA 

1991 and the continuous appointment of 
Hausa/Fulani (Moslem) as chairman in 

a dominantly indigenous non-Hausa/ 

Fulani (non-Moslem) population in 
1994 by the Federal Military Govt. 

 The appointment of Ado 

Ibrahim, a Jasawa immigrant to the post 
of Secretary to the Jos North Education 

Authority but was successfully opposed 

and removed by the indigenes 
 The federal government 

appointment of Alhaji Mohammed 

Muktar, a Hausa-Fulani man and a 
former chairman of Jos North Local 

Government, as the coordinator of the 

Federal Government’s National Poverty 

Alleviation Programmed in Jos North 

LGA 

 Reprisal attacks and phobia 
relating to political appointments 

between the Hausa/Fulani and 

indigenous non-Hausa/Fulani caused 63 
conflicts from 1996 -2010 

 The issuance of indigene 

certificates to Jasawa/Fulani immigrants 
but the local chairman from 1991 to 

1998, which the indigenous people 

detested and stopped when Frank 

 Many commissions of 

inquiry were set up to investigate the 
remote and immediate causes of 

violent conflicts in Jos such as Justice 

AribitonFiberesima Judicial 
Commission of inquiry of 1994; 

ShehuIdris Presidential Peace 

Initiative Committee 2004; Justice 
Niki Tobi Judicial Commission of 

Inquiry of 2010; and Presidential 

Advisory Committee of 2010 
 Plateau State government 

established a Peace and 

Reconciliation Committee which was 
called ‘Peace Submit’ 

 The deployment of the 

Joint security Task Force (JTF), and 

the police to stem the tide of killings 

in Jos 

 Declaration of a state of 
emergency on May 18th, 2004 by the 

Fulani led federal government 

 Gen Alli, the administrator 
during the state of emergency, 

organized a Plateau State Peace 

Conference which was held in Jos 
from 18th of August to 21 September 

2004 

 Civil society actors such 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

None of the issues and 
grouse that led to the 

war was addressed. 

Thus, there is no 

relationship between 

the conflict 

management model 
adopted and the causes 

of the conflicts. 
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Bagudu Tardy –an indigene from 

Anaguta tribe won the chairmanship 
election in 1998. 

 The victory of Timothy Buba 

(a non-Moslem indigene) as chairman 
elect of Jos North LGA during 2009 

local government election 

as traditional leaders, NGOs, religious 

organizations, humanitarian relief 
agencies, and community-based 

organizations among others made 

efforts through sensitisation, 
workshops, and peace talks for a 

peaceful co existences and tolerance 

after the September 2001 crises 
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The Boko Haram 
insurgency 

 Propagation, indoctrination 

of the group’s belief system, and 

Islamization of Nigeria 
 Demands for the 

establishment of Sharia 

state/government and the abolishment of 
Nigeria secular state system 

 long-standing patterns of 

regional inequality and social cleavages 
between the Muslim-majority north and 

the Christian-majority south 

 Campaign against the 
eroding of traditional Koranic education 

systems and prevailing western 

education and civilisation 

Under GoodLuck’s admin. 

 Many states across the 

north introduced sharia law in 2000 
regardless of Nigeria’s secular nature, 

Christian and other religious 

population among their citizens 
 The arrests of families of 

Boko Haram members and the 

destruction of their homes, or the 
random arrests and killings of young 

northern men in security raids 

 Nigeria Police Force 
(NPF) made extensive roadblocks and 

mass arrests 

 Formation of military Joint 
Task Force (JTF) that launched 

‘Operation Flush’ and the subsequent 

killing of Yusuf – the founder 
 Declared a state of 

emergency in Yobe, Adamawa and 

Borno 
 Establishement of a 

Civilian Joint Task Force (CJTF) to 

complement the military 
 Most of the Northern state 

were declared sharia states 

Under Buhari’s admin.  
 Military actions continued 

together with the engagement of 
troops from neighbouring countries 

and foreign mercenaries 

 Payment of ransom to the 
terrorist sect 

 Granting of amnesty and 

integration of the ‘repentant’ 
members of the terror organisation 

into the armed forces 

 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

Apart from the 

declaration of most of 
the states in the north 

sharia states, there is 

no relationship 
between the 

management models 

adopted and the causes 
of the violence 
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Ife/Modakeke 

conflict 

 The attack on Apomu market 

in Ife in 1821 by Modakeke and a repeat 
attack/the temporary sack of Ife by a 

combination of Modakeke and Ibadan 

forces in 1852 and the associated 
lingering anger/animosity 

 Political contest and struggle 

for votes between Ife elites backed by 
the UPN state government and 

Modakeke elites backed by NPN federal 

government 

 Modakeke elites pursued 

separate identity project with request for 

a separate local government 
 The elevation and crowning 

of Modakeke traditional head chief 

 The location of the 
headquarters of the newly created Ife 

East local government 
 The alienation of elites from 

Oyo sub-groups in Origbo and 

Modakeke by OoniSijuwade as a means 
domination and controlaroused the 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 The government of Oyo 

state under Chief Bola Ige intervened 

and inaugurated a consultative 

committee comprising representatives 
from the two communities to 

‘facilitate understanding among the 

Ife and Modakeke people  
 A Commission of Inquiry 

under the leadership of Justice 
Ibidapo-Obe was inaugurated on 

April 15, 1981, 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

None of the issues and 

grouse that led to the 

conflicts was 

addressed. Thus, there 
is no relationship 

between the conflict 

management model 
adopted and the causes 

of the conflicts. 
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anger of the alienated groups 
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Famers-Herders 
conflicts 

 Climate change that leads to 
desertification and irregular rainfall, and 

increasing scarcity of land and access to 

riverbanks has resulted in contested 
claims over land use between indigene 

farmers and Fulani migrant herders 

 Increasing practice of hiring 
salaried herdsmen to guard and protect 

their cattle from poor Fulani household 

but labour-richwho do not care about 
laws or rules but only cattle gracing  

 Some of the Fulani herdsmen 

have been involved in armed robbery, 
rape and kidnapping 

 Top political and northern 

ethnic elites ownership of cattle 
colonies, and their supply of arms and 

ammunitions to herdsmen 

 Cattle rustling and criminal 
impostors as Fulani herdsmen 

 Efforts to settle Fulani 

herdsmen imported illegally from 
different parts of West Africa to foster 

Buhari’s presidential ambition in 2015 

and his subsequent weaver of visa for 
more after his victory 

 Security forces remain 
complacent or indifferent in curbing 

the rising tide of farmers – herdsmen 

clashes, and this has led many 
communities to set up vigilante 

groups to checkmate the herdsmen  

 Establishment of peace 
and reconciliatory committee 

 Post-conflict deployment 

of security forces to the affected 
communities to restore law and order 

 Federal government 

release of one hundred million naira 
to Mayetti-Allah cattle breeders 

association for empowerment 

 Introduction of cattle 
colony bill  by the Presidency and 

later grazing reserve bill, although 

both failed 
 Many states introduced 

anti-open grazing law but was 

opposed by the federal government 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

None of the issues and 
grouse that generate 

the conflict has been 

addressed. Thus, there 
is no relationship 

between the conflict 

management model 
adopted and the causes 

of the conflicts. 
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The Niger Delta 

Agitations 

 Loss of Livelihood 

 Environmental degradation 
without requisite development policies 

and projects i.e. Infrastructural 

Deficit/Under Development 
 Oil-Rent sharing 

mechanisms/ capital formation that is in 

favour of Hausa/Fulani dominated 
federal government 

 The need for profit-seeking 

Violence e.g. Oil Bunkering and 
Kidnapping in the face of oil companies 

and federal government alienation/ 

exploitation 
 The dominant allocation of 

oil blocks to top political & military 

leaders, businessmen and traditional 
rulers of northern extraction alone 

 Local elites and chiefs have 

abused their positions for material gain, 
swept away by the Nigeria’s political 

patronage system and corruption 

wherethe resource-sharing follows the 
lines dictated by patronage rather than a 

policy that serves the populace 

 Abuse of the Nigeria federal 
system by the dominant northern elites 

 Political rivalry and contest 

for political power between appendages 

of the north and ethno-nationalist 

politicians  

 Federal government 
cancellation of the first revenue 

derivation allocation formula of 50% 

(resource community), 30% (Federal 
government) and 20% (federating units 

to be shared on the basis of population 
and need) 

 Oil companies’ indifference 

to Social Corporate Responsibilities 
 Fiscal federalism and 

 Establishment of the Oil 

Minerals Producing Areas 
Commission (OMPADEC) in 1992 to 

coordinate development projects in 

oil-producing communities 
 Creation of special 

agencies such as the Niger Delta 

Development Board (NDDB), 
Ministry of Niger Delta Affairs, the 

Niger Delta Development 

Commission (NDDC) to replace 
OMPADEC to drive development 

 Establishment of special 

intervention funds such as the 13% 
revenue derivation funds to the oil 

producing states, as well as the 

development projects 
 5 years amnesty 

programme that requires repentant 

militants to surrender their arms in 
return for unconditional national 

pardon, and co-opting or integrating 

them into the society as well as 
training them through special 

scholarships  

 Deployment of armed 
forces and the police force in the 

region to crush agitations and 

uprisings such as the 1990 

Umnechem Massacre, the 1992 

Bonny Tragedy, the 1994 Egi-Obaji 

Mayhem, the 1994 Tai-Baira (Ogoni) 
Massacre, the 1995 Ubima Tragedy 

and the 1999 Odi Massacre among 

others 
 President Umaru Musa 

Yar‟Adua changed the belligerent 
and introduced amnesty programme 

for Niger Delta Youths on 25th June, 

2009 
 The appointment of some 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

None of the issues and 

grouse that led to the 
conflicts was 

addressed. Thus, there 

is no relationship 
between the conflict 

management model 

adopted and the causes 
of the conflicts. 



 

  

International Journal of Humanities Social Science and Management (IJHSSM) 

Volume 4, Issue 1, Jan.-Feb., 2024, pp: 103-125                             www.ijhssm.org                 

                                      

 

 

 

| Impact Factor value 7.52 |                                 ISO 9001: 2008 Certified Journal                                   Page 118 

prevailing dispute over the revenue 

allocation formula, subsequent struggle 
for autonomy and resource control 

Niger Delta elites into key political 

positions 
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Ogoni/Andonis 

ethnic conflict 

 The failure of oil companies 

to employ indigenes and pay 
compensation for environmental 

damages  

 Political marginalization 
 Neglect by successive 

federal and Rivers state governments 

and lack of amenities and social services 
 Demand for right to self-

determination & resource control 

 Demand for restructuring 
and political autonomy to participate in 

the affairs of Nigeria as a distinct and 

separate unit 
 The federal government 

rejected the Ogoni Bill of Rights 

 apparent failure of extant 
strategies to bring about desired ends 

 Inability of oil companies to 

meet the December 1992 demands of 
MOSOP leaders i.e. payment of US $6b 

accumulated rents and royalties, US $4b 

for environmental damages, & end to 
environmental degradation and gas 

flaring,covering of all exposed high 

pressure oil pipelines, and negotiating 
with Ogoni people 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 Oil companies and 

state/federal Governments sponsored 
Andonis and Okrikas – neighbouring 

towns to attack Ogoni between July 

and September, and December 1993 
respectively 

 The state employed the 

military and police to repress their 
agitations and take more of their oil 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

None of the issues and 

grouse that led to the 
conflicts was 

addressed. Thus, there 

is no relationship 
between the conflict 

management model 

adopted and the causes 
of the conflicts. 

Sources: same as sources in table ‘i’  

 

A critical analysis of the conflict 

mitigation models adopted by the Nigerian state in 

the above table ‘ii’ and respective crises reveals 

that they deviated from addressing the root causes 

of the conflicts except on the issue maitatsine and 

bokoharamislamisation projects. Economic, 

developmental, and political inclusivity seem to be 

the sources of resilience and major reasons for the 

various crises (Meagher, 2013). Due to specific 

historical and regional colonial experiences, the 

Nigerian state emerged and relates across ethno-

religious lines wherein the skewed dominant 

northern population and grip of power have served 

as instrument of marginalising and dominating 

others. Their models of conflict resolution or 

management of insecurity tends to consolidate their 

regional plans against the contestations of other 

regions and tribes. They exacerbate political, 

developmental, and economic exclusion of others, 

and therefrom facilitate the failure of the state’s 

efforts in managing insecurity. 

 

The state’s management of insecurity in Nigeria 

fails to address the underlying causes of the 

insecurity (Aghedo, 2013; Ajodo-Adebanjoko, 

2017). Ukiwo (n.d., p.19) notes that the insecurity 

management models adopted by the state;  

….overlooks the historical and structural causes of 

violent conflicts. … serves hegemonic interests as 

the economic interests of state actors hardly 

become the focus of its lens … and neglect(s) the 

imperatives of redressing more fundamental issues 

of injustice and horizontal inequalities. 

 

Collaborating this, Adeola (2017) 

identified government inability to address the 

underlying causes of conflicts as a major reason for 

the failure of insecurity management system in 

Nigeria. They address the trigger causes on the 

periphery thereby leading to another 

misunderstanding. In addition to perceived 

prejudice and partiality of individuals involved in 

the insecurity management system, and the 

manipulation of the justice system by the ruling 

elites, small arms proliferation are other reasons for 

the persistence of insecurity in Nigeria. 

Innocuously, we can infer that these are the 

modalities employed by the dominant elites to 

deter systemic ultrathin or change, and guarantee 

their continuous grip of authority and relative 

distribution of ophelimities of life. 

 

Commenting on this failure and its’ 

implication for violence and insecurity in the Niger 

delta, Maitland & Chapman (2014, p.3) noted; 
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Decades of this failed response have bred 

resentment and distrust among oil affected 

communities, increasing militancy and black 

market oil trade as a last resort path to wealth-

sharing and further complicating the possibility of 

a successful remediation and long-term peace. Oil 

companies, on the other hand, report that they 

struggle with sabotage and theft of oil, difficulties 

accessing spill sites, and complicated community 

dynamics that contribute to spills and confuse and 

undermine remediation efforts. 

 

A close attempt at addressing these 

insecurity precursors was the inauguration of the 

2011 national CONFAB by President GoodLuck 

Jonathan – a Southerner. However, the report and 

recommendations of the conference were thrown 

over-board by President MuhamaduBuhari – a 

Northerner due to the perceived undermining of 

northern hegemony by the report. Thus, the state 

responses to insecurity “have suffered from weak 

design, feeble implementation, and incoherent 

strategies, resulting in adverse consequences, 

particularly in relation to human rights” (Schultz-

Kraft, 2014, p.20).Thus, so long as the state 

ignores the grouse and processes that lead to 

different groups’ resilience and contestations, 

which would have engage the processes and 

dynamics of exclusion, extortion, humiliation, and 

discrimination in its insecurity management 

system, the state is consolidating and enhancing 

insecurity in Nigeria (see Keen, 2006). It is our 

stake that a proper diagnosis of the primary cause 

of each insecurity trajectory is crucial for its’ 

effective management and establishment of 

sustainable peace. 

 

This study observes that the 

personalisation and privatisation of the core socio-

economic and political institutions and the 

hegemonisation of these institutions by the 

dominant elites who operate under the shelter of 

ethnic and religious cleavages in Nigeria is the root 

cause of insecurity. It has worked to undermine the 

various efforts at eliminating insecurity, which is 

tantamount to dismantling their modalities of 

domination. 

 

V. Summary and Recommendations 
Nigeria emerged as a framework and tool 

– i.e. state in British hands to supress and exploit 

independent kingdoms and empires the lower part 

of West Africa – a development that led to 

formation of a new class – the comprador-

bourgeois. The new class took over power from 

Britain through independent struggle and has 

continued to use the same state as 

instrument/framework for exploiting and 

suppressing others. As they fought against colonial 

suppression and exploitation prior to 1960, pristine 

socio-economic and political forces are waging 

relentless campaign against their exploitation and 

suppression. This is the primary root of conflicts 

and the ineffectiveness of counter-insecurity 

measures in Nigeria.  

This paper therefore recommends a 

drastic downward review of the salaries and 

allowances of all political holders to align with 

conventional public service salaries and allowances 

structure. This will make those positions 

unattractive financially and make the state a neutral 

umpire standing far and above all social forces. 

Secondly, in the likes of China, death penalty law 

should be enacted for any public office holder 

unbiasely convicted of corruption without doubt. 

Third, the Report of the 2014 National Reform 

Confrence should be implemented without delay 

for purposes of equity and justice, while genuine 

principles of federalism should be the modus 

operandi of public operations. 
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