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My Take on Dr. Uche Uwaleke’s Submissions in the Interview with Radio Nigeria on the 
Import for the Economy of the Approval of $1 billion from the Excess Crude Account 
(ECA) by the National Economic Council (NEC) to fight Insurgency 

The issue of insurgency cuts across the economy, security and defence. These three areas 
are distinct but interrelated. In Nigeria, they are not treated as such hence there is a 
conceptual, theoretical and methodological confusion in their use. The reason for this is 
not farfetched. Beside the economy which has been studied from conceptual, theoretical 
and methodological angles, security and defence have not.   

Much of what we (Nigerians of all shades including scholars) know on security and 
defence derived from practice and not from theory.  This practice is within and outside 
Nigeria by institutions that purportedly embodied security and defence. The knowledge 
base from which the practice of security and defence derived is indigenous to the history, 
experience and reality (HER) of each country (see the link “stripping” on my blog 
adoyionoja.org for my article “A Security Theory based on Nigeria’s History, Experience 
and Reality (HER)”). This forms the baseline for the country’s definition of security and 
defence.  

In the case of Nigeria, security has not been defined from the policy and interrogated 
from the scholarly perspectives yet. Thus what we claimed to know about security and 
defence originated from the practice of the military – Nigerian military and the 
experiences of countries beyond Nigeria’s border especially the United States. 
Unfortunately for Nigerians, in imitating the practice from the United States, we failed to 
acknowledge that the practice of security and defence have enjoyed the most conceptual, 
theoretical and methodological exposition ever of any country or culture in the world. 
The United States has by far the most developed scholarship and scholars of any country 
on security and defence studies respectively.  

Security and defence remain conceptually, theoretically and methodologically, the most 
undeveloped spheres in Nigeria’s scholarship. Indeed Nigeria is yet to develop scholars and 
scholarship on security studies. In the effort to develop security studies, it is important we 
recognise this and use the existing knowledge – from societies with advanced scholarships 
and scholars – as basis to laying the foundation of security studies in Nigeria. Indeed from 
whatever discipline that we come from to security studies, we can apply ourselves 
creatively to understudying what security studies entails and bring our specific discipline 
into growing and developing a multidisciplinary perspective to security studies. Imagine a 
finance perspective to security studies! This would recognise the Vice Chancellor, 
Professor Muhammad Akaro Mainoma’s admonition, to the pioneering students and 
resource persons of the security studies unit, at his inaugural address of the programme of 
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security and strategic studies of the Institute, where he reminded everyone present that 
they were all new to security studies. This meant that there was plenty to learn and 
unlearn on security studies. 

By the way, of these three - economy, security and defence - the economy leads. This is 
because security whether viewed from theory, practice or both, whether local or foreign, 
cannot exist without the economy. To this extent, the economy exists to provide security. 
Without the economy, there is nothing to defend hence there is no defence. The focus of 
the economy, security and defence is people. Without people, there is no economy, 
security and defence.  

You were invited on the strength of your background in finance to contribute on the 
likely impact of the money on the economy. The statement accompanying the 
announcement of the approval by the National Economic Summit was short on detail 
beyond its use to fight insurgency. There was no detail on how the money would be 
spent. Any talk on its impact on the economy was purely conjectures. Thus my query 
with your submission included the followings: 

 Was wooing foreign investment the only essence for the provision of “security” 
assuming it was one of the reasons behind the approval for the release of the 
money? How much and what type of foreign investment existed in the area before 
the insurgency?  

 Should local or internal trade which the area supported not be one of the reasons 
for the provision of “security” if the money was meant for this? How did other 
interventions – such as the presidential commission for the north east – which you 
referred to in the interview help in the regeneration of the local economy? Recall 
that there was thriving north to south and south to north trade that was disrupted 
with equal effect of disruption on the lives of thousands of persons. 

 What happened to the statutory allocations to line ministries/agencies such as 
Ministry of Defence and agencies such as the army, air force, navy, Department of 
State Services, the Nigeria Police, Civil Defence and the Nigeria Immigration meant 
to provide law and order and stabilise the area for economic activity to thrive to 
require the addition of $1 billion for “security” assuming this was what it was 
intended for?  

 This was even as you noted in the interview that the ECA did not enjoy any legal 
or constitutional backing. Indeed its role has been assumed by the Nigeria 
Sovereign Wealth Funds. What was the point maintaining an illegal fund?  

 Releases from the ECA had been subject of heated exchanges between 
functionaries of government in the past clearly alluding to objectives other than 
fighting insurgency or providing “security”. Recall the exchange between Dr. Ngozi 
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Okonjo-Iweala and Comrade Adam Oshiomole over the unauthorised use of over 
$2 billion and the purported missing $20 billion. 

  Did you notice the angle of advancing the political activity of the Governors as 
instrumental in approving the release in the light of the coming electioneering 
years? Should this not be the more plausible reason for the release if you recalled 
the fate of the over $2 billion so called expended by functionaries- military and 
political elites - of the previous administration in the name of fighting insurgency? 
You alluded to this in your submission when you argued about the misspending of 
the previous monies as well as the cry from civil society organisations. 

 How did you come to the view that the money would be expended on military 
hardware? Do we manufacture military hardware of the type the money was 
purportedly earmarked for, if it was, in Nigeria for the money to impact on the 
local economy? Where would the hardware be purchase?  

 How certain were you when you asserted that the incumbent president’s military 
credential would guarantee that the money will be used for military hardware if at 
all that was what it was earmarked for?  

 How come you blame the immediate past president’s lack of military background 
as responsible for the misuse of previous fund? Was the former president not 
advised by his Chief of Defence Staff?  

 The likely impact of the release of the money on the economy was not discernible 
from your submissions 

I intend to publish this piece on my blog adoyionoja.org since I will advance my view 
on security in the context of issues such as the President’s military background. By the 
way the knowledge of security and ability to provide security was one of the reasons 
he was voted into office i.e. his so-called military background.  

In Mr. President’s three point pre election and post election agenda – security, 
fighting a relentless war against corruption and revamping the economy in order to 
create jobs for youths, I argued (see adoyionoja.org and go to the link “stripping” for 
my article “The SECURITY in President Muhammadu Buhari’s Triple Campaign 
Promises”) in the light of my theory of security based on history, experience and 
reality (HER)(see the link “stripping” for my article “A Security Theory based on 
Nigeria’s History, Experience and Reality (HER)”) that the real issue facing Nigerians 
and Nigeria is not insurgency in the north east or anywhere else in Nigeria. Recall Mr. 
President and Nigerians termed the crisis in the north east as insecurity and to which 
you quoted Mr. President’s assertion that it had been technically defeated. On the 
contrary insurgency, whether in the north east or elsewhere in Nigeria remain alive 
and has not been defeated militarily, politically or ideologically. 
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The real issue facing Nigeria and which will minimise/reduce insurgency everywhere in 
Nigeria is getting the economy to begin to work for most Nigerians. The economy 
has not work in this direction in the last seventeen years of electoral democracy. The 
prospect of the economy ever working for most Nigerians has deteriorated since May 
2015. By the economy working for most Nigerians, I mean jobs and opportunities. 
And in the context of History, Experience and Reality (HER) theory, this is SECURITY 
for Nigerians and Nigeria.  

This is the antidote to insurgency and insecurity. 

 

 

 


