
1 
 

A “Security” and Security Perspective of the Government of Gombe State and the Mai 

Tangale Chieftaincy Issue 

There would not have been the need for the spilling of blood, the destruction of properties, 

the inconvenience for people in and outside Gombe and the renewed depth of distrust 

between the people of Tangale and the Gombe State government had the government abided 

by the wish of the people of Tangale through their kingmakers over the choice of the Mai 

Tangale.  

In the last twenty years and in particular the last six years and in spite of the reinvigorated 

effort of the federal government, through its spokespersons, to paint contrary picture to that 

which is extant reality over its inability to fulfill its first agenda of securing Nigerians, 

Nigerians have experience persistent and increasing lack of safety of persons and properties in 

the hands of the so-called bandits, kidnappers, militants and non-state actor actively 

condoned by the impunity of governments that when the opportunity presented itself for 

the governments to avoid adding insult to injury, the governments should have grabbed this 

with both hands. This was not the case as the Mai Tangale chieftaincy issue demonstrated. 

There is tension, suspicion and mutual distrust between the people of Tangale and the 

Government of Gombe State over the government’s own choice from the list of the three 

persons submitted to the government by the kingmakers, in order of preference, for 

appointment as the Mai Tangale. Troops are present in the area to enforce peace when this 

would have been avoided had the State Government approved the choice of the people as 

decided by the kingmakers.   

There would be increased spending on “security” on the part of the State and the Federal 

governments because of the crisis. In particular, the Gombe State government will request for 

“security vote” beyond the normal allocation because of the crisis. The fund called “security 

vote” would be replenish for as long as it takes for semblance of peace to return to the area.  

The peace in question is the return of the safety of persons and property among the residents 

of Tangale. The psycho-socio trauma and hostility sowed by the incident is not the 

responsibility of the government. The people of Tangale will have to deal with this on their 

own. This is the “security” the government believed it was elected to provide for the people.  

Since 1999, Nigeria’s governments had often justified this “security” on Section 14 subsection 

2b of the 1999 Constitution. Yet developments before, during and after the Mai Tangale issue 

pointed to governments in the forefront of undermining this “security” in most of its 
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actions. The reality is that the governments are pursuing their own “security” and not the 

security most Nigerians elected them to advance and defend. Indeed most Nigerians 

beginning in 1999 elected governments to pursue security and not the “security” they elected 

themselves to pursue. 

The upshot is that with the way the Mai Tangale chieftaincy turned out either way the 

government and in particular the Governor and the interest he represented in the matter 

were the primary beneficiaries and not the people of Tangale and to a lesser extent Gombe 

State. On the one hand if most of the money of Gombe State was devoted to “security” and 

“security vote”, the Governor and his minions were the primary beneficiaries.  

This was because two third of this money would be unaccounted for and goes into private 

pockets based on the unethical, unexamined and ungoverned belief that no amount of 

money was too much to spend on “security”. On the other hand with the appointment of his 

preferred candidate and not that of the Tangale people via their kingmakers, the Governor 

had succeeded in advancing the political and/or ethic/religious agenda thought to have 

informed his decision to delay the approval of the peoples’ choice and thus the appointment 

of his own choice.  

In the matter called “security” in Nigeria and since 1999, the Mai Tangale issue is another 

additional evidence of the elected governments getting the thrust of most Nigerians wrong 

on the type of security they accused the military of failing to provide and thus drove the 

military out in favour of electing their representative to provide and advance.  

This is not the security most Nigerians pushed the military government out in order for civil 

elected rule to provide. They – elected representatives – have never taken time out to ask 

most Nigerians whether this was the security lacking in their lives and if not what type of 

security they preferred. Rather they – elected representatives - self-appointed themselves and 

chose the type of “security” role to perform on behalf of most Nigerians. If this – physical 

safety of persons and property - was the “security” that was lacking in the lives of most 

Nigerians, the military regime they drove out was eminently more qualified to provide this 

for most Nigerians than civil elected rule.  

Driving this “security” narrative further, the Government of Gombe State through the 

Governor, believing this was his role as the “Chief Security Officer” of Gombe State, 

“undertook widespread consultations, conducted background checks and engaged in personal 

reflection in order to arrive at a decision that is in the best interest of the people and the 

state” on the list recommended to him by the kingmakers even when he had no logistics of 
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the police, civil defence and the secret police. Violence, bitterness and unease were the 

consequences of the unwise and illegal intervention of the administration. 

This brings to the fore the purpose of elected government as opposed to imposed 

government such as military regime. What is the role of the government to the people? 

What is the role of the state to the people and the government? The state and the 

government are two distinct but mutually interrelated entities charged with different 

responsibilities within the constitution and other enabling legislations of the country.  

The state is a permanent entity representing the collective will of all the people of the 

country. The state is composed of three components of idea, institutions and physical body. 

Of these three components, the state in Nigeria has institutions and physical body. The state 

lacked the idea that should govern the institutions which in turn governs the physical body. 

This lack of governing idea for the state in Nigeria is the reason the state lacks internal 

legitimacy and relies for its existence on external legitimacy. 

The government, often elected on the platform of a political party and for a term or two, is 

an institution that expresses the will of the people in the period it is in power. The 

bureaucracies of the state, in the form of the institutions, are charged with specific task in 

different spheres of human endeavour to accomplish. These bureaucratic institutions translate 

the policies of the government into programmes for the benefit of the people. It is the state 

and its institutions that enforce the actions of the government. 

The role of governments is not to provide “security” for lives and property as governments 

since 1999 assumed they were elected to do. The provision of “security” (the term “security” 

gained currency in the post-Cold War enabling environment with local variations) or 

protection for persons and property is the task of the state through its agencies of the 

military, intelligence and law enforcement (MILE). The police, the civil defence and the 

Department of State Service perform the law enforcement task inside Nigeria. The military, 

the Defence Intelligence Agency and the National Intelligence Agency performed the 

defence task when the sources of threat to persons and property come from outside Nigeria.  

The role of governments is to provide qualitative and quantitative input and improvement, 

on a continuous basis over the short, medium and long term, in the lives of its citizens. To 

argue that governments were elected into office to provide “security” of the type the 

military, intelligence and law enforcement are charged with providing as governments often 

parroted since 1999 and justifying this on the ubiquitous Section 14 subsection 2b of the 1999 

Constitution is to insult the sensibility of most Nigerians that chose civil elected rule over 
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military rule on the one hand and on the other hand to self-interpret, misinterpret, and 

abuse the etymology, epistemology and philosophy of security.  

This leaves “security” undefined, uncharted and ungoverned within the representative rule 

framework since 1999. This is the reason “security” failed, is failing and will continue to fail 

unless and until “security” is defined, charted and governed within the representative rule 

framework and in tandem with the history, experience and reality (HER) of most Nigerians. 

If elected leaders assumed their sole task are to protect or as they preferred to call it provide 

“security” for lives and properties, what is the task of state bureaucracies including the 

military, intelligence and law enforcement (MILE)? Why should they interpret Section 14 

subsection 2b so literary as if Nigerians are fighting a shooting war? The type of war most 

Nigerians declared when they jettisoned military rule in 1999 for civil elected rule is not the 

type associated with law enforcement and defence. Most Nigerians declare war on most if not 

all types of poverty when they elected for civil rule to provide security against most if not all 

types of poverty for them.  

This war against most types of poverty has many fronts of battles. The war is not the single-

front of battle their elected representatives chose to focus on and recreate in their actions and 

inactions. This – security or securing most Nigerians against poverty and not one of the 

effects of poverty i.e. crime, criminality and politically instigated criminality – is the war that 

was neglected by governments that warranted their focus on the duties of the police, 

intelligence and the military as their raison d’etre for governance.  

If most Nigerians were to draw up a hierarchy of security need and/or a scale of security 

preference they hope for under civil rule, the security type their elected representatives 

preferred and committed to providing and exemplified by the military, intelligence and law 

enforcement will come last on the hierarchy and/or scale of security preference. 

What type of security did most Nigerians opted for when the kicked military rule and their 

“security” out in 1999? There are four questions to ask and answer on this security. What is 

security? Whose security? What is a security issue? How can security be achieved? 

What is security? Security is wellbeing and well-fare. Wellbeing and Wellfare is embedded in 

“secure” or the etymology of security and in the type of knowledge or philosophy created for 

security. The quest for Wellbeing and Well-fare is inherent in the history, experience and 

reality (HER) that informed the movement that drove the military out of power in 1999 in 

favour of civil elected rule. 
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Whose security? Security is for individual, group and community. Human being and being 

human is the irreducible referent of the security type most Nigerians voted for in 1999 and 

have been voting for since then. 

What is a security issue? Security is anything and everything that promotes/advances and/or 

undermines/negates/impedes the wellbeing of the individual, group and community. There 

are Issues of wellbeing or security and/or lack of wellbeing or insecurity covering economic, 

social, political, cultural and psychological - indeed all spheres of human life.  

How can security be achieved? Security can be achieved when governments embed security or 

wellbeing as the driving goal/vision of governance in every spheres of human endeavour. 

Thus ministries, departments and agencies of governments’ saddle with different task must 

pursue and accomplish wellbeing or security in their areas of specialisations. The pursuit of 

security or wellbeing and wellfare of the individual, group and community should be the 

primary objective/mission of ministries, departments and agencies of governments at all 

level.  

To achieve security or wellbeing of the people is to embed wellbeing or security as the vision 

of governance. Governments are elected to provide governance or as the World Bank would 

have the effective and efficient utilisation of human and material resources for the benefit of 

most people. Security or wellbeing through governance is the purpose of government of the 

people by the people and for the people.  

This is the security that should be the responsibility of civil elected governments to pursue in 

all spheres of the lives of Nigerians. The pursuit of wellbeing and wellfare or security should 

be the singular mission of all government ministries, departments and agencies under civil 

elected rule. Wellbeing and wellfare in all spheres is the security type that most Nigerians 

craved and worked to accomplish by bringing down military rule. Nigerians did not want the 

continuation of the one-dimensional military, intelligence and law enforcement “security” 

of the military rule perspective which under civil rule since 1999 promotes and advances the 

wellbeing and wellfare of elected/appointed political class, the MILE and their collaborators 

only. 

Civil elected rule was driven into adopting and endorsing the MILE security type for two 

reasons of self-preservation. The first reason is that this security perspective catered for the 

military that lost power and wealth when it was least prepared for this leaving behind 

infrastructure of governance and therefore unhappy and threatening to the political class. The 

second reason is that the MILE security catered to the political and pecuniary interests of the 
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evolving political class. The political class in place since 1999 felt obligated to please its MILE 

rival to political power than most Nigerians that elected them.  

The Mai Tangale crisis represented one of the raw materials feeding this “security” as well as 

other numerous crises at the local, states and federal levels. As I argued previously either way 

– whether for pecuniary and/or political/ethnic/religious reasons - the political class and 

their MILE collaborators benefited from the proliferation of these avoidable crises as they 

promoted and advanced their “security” agenda. 

This calculation is selfish, shortsighted and endangered the continuation of representative 

rule. In pursuing security or the wellbeing of the people in governance at all times and not 

“security”, the political class will create and transform most Nigerians into the antidote to the 

military that they so feared, dread and therefore continuously appeased. In pursuing the 

security or wellbeing of most Nigerians, most Nigerians will stand with and by the political 

class if and when they are threatened by the military class.  

Had the government of Gombe State granted the choice of the people of Tangale through 

their kingmakers, the government would not only have acceded to the relevant sections of 

the Edict of Gombe State on the matter and the expectation of the people. They would have 

promoted security or wellbeing of the people of Tangale in particular and Gombe State and 

Nigeria in general. 

 

 


