Growing Security and Security Studies: Observable Facts
There are certain observable facts on security and security studies in Nigeria that we need
to note in the course of our engagement with the issue of security and security studies.
The first of this is the influence of the military in growing a consciousness of the
perspective of security in practice in Nigeria. This perspective developed by the military in
their engagement as the governing class for the better part of Nigeria’s independence
until 1999 derived from the governance reality that confronted them and their inability to
resolve these issues.
The military’s connection with security derived from their constitutional role as enshrined
in section 217-218 where they were saddled with the task of defending the country’s
territorial integrity against attacks from outside and when called upon to do so by the
civil authority to act in support of the authority to quell internal insurrection. This
defence role and their usurping of the constitutional role of governance by elected
civilian was the basis on which their perspective on security gained the ground.
The second issue to note is that this perspective lacked foundation in philosophy and in
policy. It was essentially constructed from their practice. The military is not the institution
responsible for the security of Nigeria. The military is one of the institutions that plays
supportive role – defence- in the security of Nigeria. This security lacked framework in
philosophy and policy.
The third issue to note is that because of the centrality of security in all of human affair,
the people through their elected representatives are charged with the task of providing
security. This task comes from their governance role as specified in the constitution.
Governance is all encompassing and as the elected officials in the executive and legislature,
they are saddled with this task and are advice in this effort by the numerous specialists at
their disposal including the military whose advice derives from their role in defence.
Properly articulated this is what should constitute security. This security should be
premised on a philosophy and a policy enabled from the history, experience and reality of
the people of Nigeria.
The fourth issue to note is that in the absence of a philosophy and policy of security
except for the practice of the military described as security, Nigeria lacks a perspective of
its own on security arising from what I described as Nigeria’s history, experience and
reality. The political class charged with the task of governing Nigeria was yet to see the
need to intervene and change the narrative of security. The reason for this is not far
fetched. As I noted elsewhere on this blog, having been pummelled into second fiddle
role of irrelevance by the military in the course of Nigeria’s post independence history,
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the political class had learnt the lesson of equating security with threading carefully with
the military and acquiescing to the military’s governance of security in what has emerged
since 1999 as seeming blind consensus in order to enable them keep the reign of power.
The political class, pursuant to protecting its interest, lacked the political will to challenge
the military for a turf that was truly their own by virtue of the mandate they regularly
received from the electorate since 1999.
The fifth issue to note is the absence of any systematic investigation and interrogation of
security from the point of view of studies in tertiary institutions in Nigeria. The
overwhelming presence of the military as the governing elite promoted their concerns in
strategic studies into the level of security. Nigeria’s limited engagement in international
politics makes the claim to strategy spurious and without foundation in reality. Thus the
engagement in the few institutes devoted to strategic studies abound in different
universities – most of which are moribund now - and in the few think tanks including the
National Institute of Policy and Strategic Studies and Nigerian Institute of International
Affairs commit public resources into exercise that contribute little or nothing to the
country’s gross domestic product.
The sixth issue resulting from the fifth is the absence of security studies, scholars on
security and security studies and scholarship on security in Nigeria. Those who called
themselves scholars/specialists on security often mistake their interest in strategic studies
and/or street knowledge of security for security studies. These are two different and
distinct but interrelated areas in the context of individual country’s history, experience
and reality. The staple of security contained in their work – and there are few – was within
the military’s preoccupation with waging and winning wars – a perspective that was lacking
in the character of Nigeria’s engagement on the international scene.
Nigeria has not the interest of the United States or Britain or even Iran, Pakistan, India to
mention a few countries with this history, experience and reality to begin to delude self
with strategic studies focused on the pursuit of interest abroad. There are no books and
journals dedicated to security but there are books and journals cashing in on the currency
of security and only containing few lines explaining this security. Often this few statement
on security do not mirror the reality of security in Nigeria conceptually, theoretically and
methodologically. This was because there was no reality of security that was distinctly
Nigeria from the point of view of concept, theory and method that was the product of
scholarship investigation and interrogation.
Finally, this is where the need to institute security studies in tertiary institutions becomes
a sine qua non to unravelling security with its growing importance in the conduct of
government particularly since the experience that emerge since 1999. Not only is it
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necessary for the political class to cut its umbilical cord attachment to the security
perspective orchestrated into existence by years of military rule and socialisation. It is
necessary for the political class to set out a security philosophy and policy in tandem with
its governance mandate from the electorate to provide security for them. This security is
no doubt different from the military’s type because it is all encompassing and begins with
the foundation of all security – the ability of people to fend for selves economically.
The institution of scholarship on security would inaugurate the process of building the
concept, theory and method of Nigeria’s security through the investigation and
interrogation of what exist on security from societies with established tradition and
practice of security from policy, philosophy and in scholarship. Only then can Nigerians
begin to speak of security and security studies that is on the way to answering the
questions what is security, whose security, what counts as security issue and how this
security can be achieved within the context of Nigeria’s history, experience and reality.
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