A Little New Light on the Dark and Darkening Matter Called Security in Nigeria: the
Subject of “Security” in Electioneering Campaigns
Electioneering campaigns in Nigeria’s approaching general elections is the opportunity for
candidates canvassing for votes from the electorates to showcase their views on issues of
concerns to Nigerians and how they will address these issues. The knowledge of candidates
and most electorates is limited to familiar practices prevalent in their communities.
Candidates often canvassed two types of messages: the general and specific. While there
are issues specific to constituents there are others of a general nature to the country as a
whole. One such general issue making the round in the campaigns of all the presidential
candidates is security.
All the candidates have a fixed perspective of security owing to the socialisation process
they went through under military rule. So, when candidates talk about security it is
invariably the type associated with the work of the military, intelligence and law
enforcement or MILE. In the last thirty or more years, this type of security has come to
dominate the landscape as successive governments beginning with the military that
initiated this security consciousness claiming they were battling insecurity in order to
restore security.
Insecurity of the type candidates talk about did not originate locally from
mismanagement of the economy occasioned by poor governance only. Insecurity of this
type has roots in the socialisation resulting from globalisation. The Cold War period
represented a phase in the maturation of Euro-American security philosophy. This
security philosophy situates security in the physical safety of the state in the pursuit of its
interest on the international arena. The bulwark of this security is the military. European
and to a lesser extent American history was characterised by internecine conflict among
countries over virtually everything culminating in the First and Second World Wars. The
United States was dragged into these two European wars and thus set the stage for the
emergence of America as the leading power in the world.
The Cold War not only began after the Second World War. The Cold War was an
ideological war between the USA which represented the coalition known as the West bloc
and the defunct Soviet Union which represented the coalition known as the Eastern bloc.
The Cold War sharpened this perspective of security that revolved around the state,
national interest, international arena and the armed forces.
The other phase of the international dimension of security that would shape the local
reception of security in Nigeria, even if it is against Nigeria’s history, experience and
reality, is the world that came after the end of the Cold War. The fall of the Berlin Wall in
1989 ended a type of competition that pitched two extremely powerful countries with
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immense nuclear arsenal pointed on each other. It was thought the world after the Cold
War would limit this type of competition that focused on strengthening the state
through the military. However, the post Cold War opened a pandora’s box of conflicts
hitherto buried under the Cold War politics and initiated another one on the line of
civilisation. The destruction of the Twin Towers and part of Pentagon by the group called
Al-Qaeda inaugurated this civilisational conflict along the lines of religions with
numerous phases unfolding as the years goes by. In launching the war on terror, the
United States of America enlisted the support of most countries in world by making it
clear that they were either with them or against them. The enabling environment created
by the war on terror was exploited by various countries as pretext to crack down on
different type of opposition.
There were local versions of this international conflict in different parts of the world.
Nigeria took advantage of the cover provided by the war on terror to confront the
growing opposition to the government by citizens over the mismanagement of the
economy. Although Nigeria has established a form of elected rule by 1999 the residual of
issues inherited from military rule had only deepened as the elected governments were
unable to meet the expectation of the people for jobs and developments. The scale of
social crisis resulting from the dissatisfaction of most Nigerians heightened what the
authorities described as insecurity.
Since there was insecurity the authorities turned to the law enforcement agencies and
increasingly to the agencies of defence for support in order to restore what they described
as security. The military, intelligence and law enforcement or MILE became deeply
embedded as institution of “security” in the psyche of the authorities and those of most
Nigerians. In time, the inability to work the economy in order to address the social crisis
evolves into the local dimension of the civilisational conflict with the birth of Boko
Haram.
The reliance on the MILE to address this multitude of law and order crisis described as
insecurity heightened as they became the sole guarantors of the so-called security. Is the
military, intelligence and law enforcement the sole guarantor of security in the context of
Nigeria’s history, experience and reality? Is security the role of the military, intelligence
and law enforcement? Did the enabling laws of the military, intelligence and law
enforcement prescribe their roles as security? Should security in Nigeria not have its own
philosophy in tandem with Nigeria’s history, experience and reality as those of Europe and
America? What is security in Nigeria?
The campaigns by presidential candidates of different parties offered platforms to speak on
the issue of security. Most Nigerians particularly the political class have successfully
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convinced themselves that security is Nigeria’s number one problem. Is it? Indeed security
is Nigeria’s number one problem to the extent that the end-state of security is the
primary reason for every enterprise of every Nigerian. Except in this case it is not the
security the political class are talking about and certainly not their method using the
military, intelligence and law enforcement to deliver this security.
Over the years this security that the political class is emphatic is the problem and keen on
providing only benefit the political and military class and not most Nigerians. For the
political class, this security ensures the MILE stayed off their back as the governing elite as
the MILE are the political class’s preferred managers of this security. For the MILE, having
lost political power, becoming the managers of this new and growing portfolio called
security ensures they keep and enjoy the pecks they lost by relinquishing political power
to the political class. These are the two interests championing this security that is the
source of insecurity for most Nigerians.
Therefore when one of the candidates argued during one of his rallies that insecurity was
the reason for the non performance of the economy, it was necessary to draw attention
to this statement in the hope of shining light on the darkening issue called security. Is it
the case that insecurity is the reason for non performance of the economy? What then is
the reason for insecurity? Is it not the non performance of the economy that creates the
social conditions that becomes the sources of insecurity? Would the restoration of
security make the economy perform?
By economy, what do these politicians mean? Is it about subsistence agriculture? Is it
extractive minerals industries? Is it services? Does it include value additions? Is it oil and gas
extraction and export only? Does the economy include all of these and more? Where is
the role of the governance in enabling the economy to overcome its reliance on
commodities export? Where is the role of governance in enabling the economy to grow
and expand to include the aforementioned and more? What is the part of the federal
government in the economy? What is the part of states and council areas in the
economy? What will the states and local government areas do to enable their economies
perform? Will the states and council areas sit and wait for monthly allocation? Would this
attitude create the opportunities required by most Nigerians in the different sectors?
Should the presidential candidates be speaking as if they also have the mandates to govern
the states and councils areas?
The type of security understood in Nigeria and covered by the MILE is responsible for the
statement credited to the PDP presidential flag-bearer in Akure, Ondo State recently.
Alhaji Atiku Abubakar told his audience that “insecurity is responsible for the non
performance of the economy”. In other forums, Alhaji Abubakar had promised to
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restructure the country if elected as president. These are tailor-made messages for general
and specific audience. Other presidential candidates have similar general and specific
messages for their audiences. The restoration of security – their security - is one central
general message parroted by all the presidential candidates.
Having listened for so long to western sermons on the connection between security and
investment as the lead reason Nigeria has not been able to woo investment, Nigerians
particularly those who were part of the MILE and those who came under their influence
when they were the governing elite cannot think of security outside this Euro-American
perspective of security. This Euro-American perspective of security is self-interested to the
extent that as the sales men and women of this security, it is to address their numerous
security objectives in their relationship with developing countries.
The military and political class may or may not be unaware of this built-in self interest of
the Euro-American security project in Nigeria. The political class or governing elite is
unable and/or unwilling to acknowledge the failure of this security and commence
thinking outside the box in order to provide working solution. The governing class in
Nigeria is not the solution finding type as their primary purpose of governing apart from
fulfilling their desire to occupy offices is to enrich self, family and friends.
The governing elite failed to understand the social concept called security. Security is
socially constructed and that the version of security that characterised Euro-American
security stemmed from the understanding of their reality centred on the engagement
with other countries of the world. The Nigerian reality is that security ought to secure by
promoting and protecting the welfare of most Nigerians. It is the lack of this type of
security anchored on economic performance that unleash social crisis which then become
the subject of the works of the so-called agencies of security – police, civil defence,
intelligence and the military. While the problem of law and order or “security” may and
do contribute to slowing economic performance, the type in Nigeria results from the lack
or deficient governance and its inability to initiate process that would open and expand
the economy in order to provide opportunity for most Nigerians.
The dictate of the West to developing countries is to improve security in order to attract
investment. This dictate addresses the worries of the west only. Since the enthronement of
the democracy development agenda in most developing countries, these countries have
been trying to improve this security without tangible success. One case in point is Nigeria.
Foreign investment has continued to elude Nigeria because the diagnosis has been wrong
all along. The political class need to approach security from the social perspective by
constructing security from Nigeria’s history, experience and reality (HER).
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The history, experience and reality of the Nigerian condition are contrary to Alhaji
Abubakar’s view and those of other presidential candidates including the incumbent. The
TRUTH is economic non performance is responsible for insecurity and NOT insecurity is
responsible for economic non performance. The role of insecurity in the non
performance of the economy is insignificant in Nigeria.
The presidential candidates and most Nigerians need fresh education on security.

5

