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                                   The Hype Called Security Architecture 

As Nigeria confronts “security” challenges and as the legislature and executive represented 
by their agencies of “security” organised 
seminars/conferences/symposium/workshops/chats with security chiefs in the effort to 
finding solution to the “security” challenges, one word that come across as a popular 
refrain is “security architecture”. The views emanating from these forums were on the 
need to recalibrate, redesign and re-examine Nigeria’s security architecture in order to put 
in a position where it will address the crisis of insecurity in the polity. The phrase security 
architecture is promoted by officialdom, the news outlets and trending/intellectually 
inclined Nigerians. 

What is the origin of the obsession with security architecture in describing the attempts at 
addressing insecurity in Nigeria? Who is the first to coin and use the term? In this piece, 
what is the issue is the term architecture. Security has been addressed variously (see 
adoyionoja.org) and the consensus is that beyond the work of the agencies of the 
executive charged with law enforcement and defence, security has no other meaning. 
Security has no constitutional, legislative and policy platform in Nigeria,  

Perhaps some of the definitions of architecture would suffice in the attempt to situate the 
architecture of security in Nigeria if truly there is first “security” and second 
“architecture”. The followings describe architecture: architecture is a general term to 
describe buildings and other physical structures; architecture is the art and science of 
designing buildings and non-building structures; architecture is the style of design and 
method of construction of buildings and other physical structures; architecture is a 
unifying or coherent form or structure.  

Architecture is therefore a process that ensures that the structure built from the process 
stand the test of time. To use “architecture” is to describe a structure albeit a non-building 
structure but a structure nevertheless. To use security architecture is to argue that security 
has a structure that begins with a design, foundation and other parts. This security 
structure benefited from the input of security architect from design to construction in all 
ramifications. Security architecture thus refers to a unifying or coherent form or structure 
of security with style of design and method of construction. It is to presume that the 
security in place did enjoy this input and thus stands on solid foundation.  

In canvassing for the review or re-examination of the prevailing security architecture, it is 
to assume that something is the matter with the existing structure of security. It is also to 
argue for the creation of new security architecture. Is Nigeria’s “security” a product of the 
process described as architecture? Is Nigeria’s security of the unifying or coherent form or 
structure? Is this security design out the constitution or act? Does Nigeria’s security have 
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policy platform arising from the constitution or act of the parliament? Do other policies 
of ministries, departments and agencies of the public sector have objectives taken from 
the security policy for attainment? What do officialdom and their intellectual lackey 
mean by “security architecture”?   

I have argued and will continue to argue that security failed, is failing and will continue to 
fail in Nigeria. The reason is that what we describe as security has no philosophical 
foundation, did not derived either from the constitution or legislature and is not captured 
in policy. What we describe as security is the role-function of the agencies of the 
executive saddled with task ranging from law enforcement, public order to defence. That 
these tasks, in the enabling laws establishing these agencies, were not described as security 
but as law enforcement, law and order, public order and defence. That it is this task that 
official Nigeria described as security. That this description owe to the role that one of the 
agencies – the military – played as both the political authority and the professional agency 
saddled with defence. As far as security is concerned we lacked a Nigerian philosophy of 
security. Consequently the interventions to tackle insecurity failed, is failing and will 
continue to fail unless we begin to look at security from the point of view of building a 
Nigerian philosophy of security derive from the constitution, act and policy enabling 
environment in order to provide governance to the chaos in place as security. It was this 
that informed my proposition of the concept of security based on Nigeria’s History, 
Experience and Reality (HER). In adopting the HER approach to security, it is to include 
the humanities and social science it represent to the science of architecture in building 
Nigeria’s security philosophy!  

Consequently, when official and intellectual Nigeria talked glibly of “security 
architecture”, as they pontificated on their purported search for solution to incessant 
insecurity, the presumption was that there was a thing called security in Nigeria. There is 
NO document describing this security. There is NO philosophy of this security. There is 
NO constitution or act of parliament as legal framework for security. There is NO policy 
on which this security is anchored. This security is SIMPLY the work of agencies such as 
the police, civil defence, Department of State Service and the military. With the unfolding 
situation in Nigeria following the failed and failing perspective of security, security 
SHOULD and MUST mean more than official Nigeria has provided for security. This is 
truly what the designation security architecture mean. 

There are two words in security architecture: security and architecture. Of the two, 
security comes before architecture. However, of the two words and in the current 
discourse, architecture is the most important. Do we have architecture of security in 
Nigeria? In talking security architecture, it is to argue that security has a foundation in 
Nigeria and within the discourse that seek to use security architecture constantly, it is to 
argue that there is need to check the architecture of this security in order to see if 
something is wrong with it since it is not delivering security.  
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As used by official and intellectual Nigeria, I want to aver that they may be correct to the 
extent that what they describe as security is NOT security and that what they conceive as 
security had no architecture from the beginning. The persistent use of security 
architecture becomes an opportunity to put on the political agenda that their notion of 
security is not only WRONG. Their notion of security is the SOURCE of insecurity for 
Nigerians and Nigeria. It is a conception of security that wrongly assumed that one of the 
objectives of security and the least of the objectives (the role of agencies of law 
enforcement and defence), in ideal situation with a security philosophy and policy in 
place or even taken from the literal meaning of security or to secure, has become the be-
all and end-all of security in Nigeria. 

Those who promoted the law enforcement and defence role as the security i.e. the 
military as government were wrong. They were wrong to the extent that its continuation 
under a democratic system consistently unravelled and pointed to the need for a deep 
philosophical, intellectual and legal conceptualisation of security. I have argued that the 
ball of security has passed from the military to the civil elected government in place since 
1999. It is their responsibility to give security a fresh look in tandem with the reason 
Nigerians forced the military out of power and elected them. Their conception of security 
SHOULD and MUST be different from that of the military. Nigerians voted them into 
office to provide SECURITY not of the role definition of law enforcement and defence 
agencies type but the type whose absence gives these agencies their basis for existence. 

Security is a matter that should fall within the purview of the constitution and the 
enabling act of the national assembly. In other word, the making of this security should 
emanate from the constitution through constitutional amendment or through the act of 
the national assembly. This security should include: what is security, whose security, what 
counts as security issues and how security can be achieved. When enacted as legislation, 
security has either the constitution or act as its enabling environment.  

Security architecture as used by official and intellectual Nigeria is true to the extent that 
one is drawing attention to what is NOT security; it is true to the extent that one is 
drawing attention to what is NOT architecture; it is true to the extent that one is drawing 
attention to the lack of security and its architecture; it will be truer to the extent that the 
inappropriate use of the term security architecture gives birth to the conversation on 
security and the creation of a true security architecture by the legislature either through 
constitutional amendment or act to replace the evidently failed and failing practice called 
security – a practice that is NOT security and did NOT benefit from the input of the 
science of architecture and architect. 

 


