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                     In Search of a Philosophy for Security and Strategic Studies Programme 

Penultimate Saturday 24th February 2018, I was entertaining questions from students in the course 
Fundamentals of Security and Strategic Studies, as the class for the day was drawing to a close when a 
lady raised her hand. I had told the class that the question I took was the last. However, I had to bend 
backward to allow the lady ask her question. The reason was: it was not common for ladies to ask 
question in this class. It was exciting to hear her perspective. As it turned out, her question and hence 
the perspective she brought was at the heart of the entire programme – security and strategic studies.  

The question burrowed into the philosophy of the programme. I cannot now recall the exact way the 
question was framed by the lady. I can paraphrase the question. I recalled she began by admitting she 
was confused about the course – my course I guessed. Why were we studying everything about the 
security of other countries and not that of Nigeria? Why were we condemning everything about 
security in Nigeria? I cannot recall clearly if she did use the word “we” in the second part of the 
question instead of “you” referring to me. If she did, it was out of politeness. Her point was noted 
anyway. 

I said the question burrowed into the philosophy of the programme because every programme or 
human venture has a philosophy. By philosophy I mean the nature, meaning and purpose of a 
programme or a venture. By the philosophy of security and strategic studies, I mean the nature, 
meaning and purpose of security and strategic studies. I cannot hold brief for the university that 
conceived the programme. I can only guess that the university, in its mission to float programmes to 
address the need of society, may have thought of a course in security studies owing to the growing 
currency of security in Nigeria in the last three decades. 

Having said this there was also the motivation of the students that enrolled into the programme. 
What exactly were their motivations? Philosophy and motivation were at the heart of answering this 
very fundamental question. I cannot claim I can answer this question. I cannot also refuse to attempt 
the answer. Each individual – student and resource person - in the programme of security and 
strategic studies must engage this question for self and find her/her own answer.  

By the way I am holding brief for the aspect of the course I teach called MSS 812 or Fundamentals of 
Security and Strategic Studies. It is the core course in the programme and the knowledge of this 
course is central to the knowledge of other courses in the programme. How did I respond to this 
question? Let me recall. I recalled asking the questioner if she was in the class when this course began. 
She noted she was. I didn't recall saying this but it was implicit in my response. It was that I gave a test 
at the commencement of the course in order to gauge the knowledge of students on security. I also 
gave out my blog address: adoyionoja.org.  

These exercises have been the staple of my intervention in the courses I take at the MSc and PhD level 
in the programme since 2015 when it all began. The essence was to gauge and understand the 
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perspective of the students on security. It was also to test my assumptions about their knowledge of 
security. The purpose for sharing my blog address was to give students opportunity to understand my 
views on security. That the members of the class asked for the blog as if they heard about this for the 
first time spoke volume about their motivations! 

The result from the tests I have so for conducted on freshers in my course pointed to knowledge of 
security that did not come from any programme of study in any school. It was knowledge of security 
acquired from the street. It was knowledge of security untried and untested within the rigour of 
investigation and interrogation in the confine of a school. It was knowledge of security derived from 
the role of the military in the socialisation of Nigerians into their defence practices they called 
security. The military play the role of defence as enshrined in section 217-218 of the constitution. 
Within this constitutional role is the provision to intervene in aid of civil authority to quell 
insurrection when called upon to do so.  

However, the military was also the government for most of Nigeria's independence until 1999. As the 
government, the military had the task of governing the entire Nigeria space. It was the incompetence 
of the military in governance and the resultant dissatisfaction from most Nigerians - dissatisfaction 
expressed in protests, demonstrations, agitation, crimes etc - that unleashed the professional instinct 
and training of the military that proceeded to describe these manifestations as “insecurity” and their 
intervention as “security” that inaugurated the street knowledge of security for most Nigerians. The 
period also coincided with the end of the Cold War, the launch of the war on terror and the unsettled 
international system that brought security into common currency. These amongst others were the 
sources of knowledge of security for most Nigerians.  

I have since challenged the civil democratic experience in place since 1999 to intervene and change the 
narrative of security in terms of defining their perspective of security through the provision of 
security policy. The basis for this challenge was that if the prevailing understanding of security was 
derived from the military’s role of defence in the constitution, what was the elected representatives’ 
perspective on security that should come from their constitutional role of governing the entire 
Nigerian space? If the elected representatives’ take up the challenge of providing security policy, it 
would be the first in the history of this country. 

I proceeded to explain to her that in terms of scholars and scholarships in security studies, Nigeria has 
none. This was because we do not have security studies at the tertiary levels from where we could have 
scholars and scholarships devoted to security. I recalled responding to the questioner that if I was not 
mistaken, this programme in this university was the first of its kind in Nigeria. To this extent we do 
not have books, journals etc written on security from the perspective of Nigeria's history, experience 
and reality. Where do we get books or journals to use for research and teaching? In terms of security 
policy defining security in Nigeria, this country has no security policy and therefore we do not know 
what security means in Nigeria.  
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A policy defines an area - in other words, a security policy should contain what is security, whose 
security, what counts as security issues and how this security can be achieve. Nigeria has no such 
policy and hence we have no idea of security in Nigeria. The existence of security policy would have 
been the basis of scholarship by scholars. The absence of policy, scholars and scholarships removed the 
enabling environment for the examination of security in Nigeria. Yet this did not dissuade from the 
urgency and imperative of examining security knowing that so much has been, is being done and will 
be done in the name of this security. This leaves us with the burden of filling the available gap on 
security.  

As far as policy, practice, scholars and scholarships in security is concerned, there are countries that 
have had a head start several decades before Nigeria was born and became independent. To these 
countries we have therefore turned to understudy their policy, experience, scholars and scholarships in 
order to comprehend the histories, experiences and realities that informed the way they perceived and 
practice security. If we are to lay the foundation of security studies in Nigeria in the absence of 
similarities in the way they and Nigeria do security, it is important to study these experiences. It is 
with the knowledge from these experiences that we can begin to build security from Nigeria and 
Africa's history, experience and reality. This is the reason we are studying security from where it all 
began - the USA and Europe - in order to equip us with the knowledge to begin to speak to our own 
history, experience and reality. 

What was in this approach for Nigeria? In the absence of policy except a perception of practice of 
security initiated by the military and in the absence of indigenous scholars and scholarships on 
security, Nigeria has to embrace the approach of utilising and studying security and security studies 
from the Western society as the base to building her own resource base on security studies. Indeed 
this approach was not unique and will not be unique to security studies as most discipline began this 
way. Take the example of history as a discipline of study. Before the development of Nigerian and 
African history, what the pioneer students and scholars of history studied were histories of Europe and 
European histories in Africa.  

Recall the statement credited to Professor Hugh Trevor Roper in a BBC interview on his view of Africa 
and history. According to Trevor Roper  

“Perhaps in the future, there will be some African History to teach. But, at 
present there is none: there is only the history of the Europeans in Africa. The 
rest is darkness…”  

Africans and Nigerians have since proved Trevor Roper wrong. The darkness that enveloped African 
history has since turned to light! Perhaps the present state of security and security studies reflect the 
reality of this quotation. Nigeria, in the absence of its locally developed knowledge, would have to 
rely on studying the security and security studies of the West in order to lay the foundation for 
Nigeria’s security and security studies. 
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As to the questioner’s charge that I condemn everything about security in Nigeria, my attitude was 
not to condemn. My attitude was to use extant Western experience in scholarship and in practice to 
speak to the Nigerian situation especially using comparison. Indeed I have consistently offer reflection 
on the Nigerian experience when talking about definitions, theories, key concepts, institutions and 
contemporary challenges in security studies. In these, Nigeria has not developed its own definitions, 
theories, key concepts, institutions and contemporary challenges arising from its policy on security 
and based on its history, experience and reality. To take an approach of condemnation would not 
offer any chance of learning to the students.  

We – students and resource persons – are learning. In the search for this or any knowledge, there 
should be no boundary. This is the attitude that will build security studies in Nigeria. For this to work, 
students and resource persons should work on their individual MOTIVATION. It is important to have 
the right motivation for enrolling in the programme. We have lots works to do and this work requires 
time and resource investment. Time and resources are scarce. There has to be lots of sacrifice. It also 
requires plenty creativity on the part of the persons involved. Creativity is the product of 
readying/studying, observing and thinking (ROT or TOR) about the programme.  

As I argued repeatedly, with the right motivation, most of those enrolled in the programme could be 
in the threshold of making history as foundation staff of security studies departments that would 
hopefully proliferate in most public universities in Nigeria. Then and only then can the strength of 
those genuinely involved in security and security studies from the point of view of students, scholars 
and scholarship grow enough to begin to pull the weight in the direction of changing the structure of 
security in terms of policy and practice. For now, I can have my say and the government has its way! 

For students and resource persons, to get the PHILOSOPHY for enrolling in the programme of 
security and strategic studies right, it is important to get the MOTIVATION right. Work on your 
motivation! 


