The Missing Issues on Security and Security Studies in Nigeria: Notes on
Proposals/Seminars for Defence
It is important that we are guided by law and by policy. The former is the foundation of
the latter. Laws produce policies. Policies owe its foundation to laws. The existence of laws
that guide policies curtails arbitrariness in the system.
Nigeria has laws that describe defence and law enforcement. Nigerians know defence and
law enforcement on the premises of their laws. The platforms for academic engagement
with defence and law enforcement thus exist. Academic investigation, interrogation and
engagement on defence and law enforcement on behalf of the community derive from
the laws of these agencies. The laws creating these agencies provided the platforms for
policies if and where they exist that reflects the government’s use of the agencies.
Based on the preceding, we must therefore ask the following questions: is there law
providing for the philosophy of security in Nigeria? Is there policy on security
representing the interpretation of the government of the day on security taken from the
law on security? What is security? Do we know security? For those in the academic, are
there platforms – law and policy – for investigation, interrogation and engagement with
security?
On the basis of the law creating defence and law enforcement, academics can delineate the
what, whose, issues and how in defence and law enforcement. Can academics answer the
P.D. Williams’ four fundamental questions on security in Nigeria? What is security?
Whose security? What is a security issue? How can security be achieved?
Let me draw attention to the statement credited to Stephen Hawking and its implication
for the state of security and security studies in Nigeria. According Hawking, “the greatest
enemy of knowledge is not ignorance. It is the illusion of knowledge”. Most Nigerians
claim they know security. What they know is the illusion of security. This knowledge is
not founded on fact. As Herman Bondi asserted “fact is an emotive word, compounded of
perception, observation and interpretation”.
There is no such fact on security in Nigeria. The Nigerian security is not founded on fact.
The fact represent what the law says is security. The fact represent what the policy taken
from the security law says is security for a particular government. At the moment there is
no law and thus no policy on security. So, what is security? whose security? what is a
security issue? how can security be achieved?
Since no law and no policy in Nigeria have answered these questions, it means there are
no platforms or frameworks for scholars and scholarships to investigate and interrogate
security from these perspectives.

Security, for most Nigerians including students in this hall, is the pronouncement of the
government. The pronouncement is not founded on fact. The pronouncement did not
derive from indigenous knowledge and/or any conscious construction of security. The
pronouncement is arbitrary. The pronouncement refers to the work of the military,
intelligence and law enforcement (MILE) which the government describe as security. The
MILE institutions are not security institutions and their work did not represent security.
The law did not say so for the MILE. There is no law describing security in Nigeria.
As students, your first responsibility is to question the source of this knowledge and
discard this knowledge if it does not fit the fact. In this light, the first issue for
consideration is the state of security and security studies in Nigeria. It is your duty to give
prominence to the vacuum that exists on security and by extension security studies. The
vacuum is the lack of law on security and the lack of policy by the government of the day
on security. The conceptualisation of your work should address this primarily. This is in
order to put the vacuum that exists on security and thus security studies – legal and policy
– on the agenda for resolution by the appropriate authority in tandem with Nigeria’s
history, experience and reality (HER) 1.
Only then can the students begin to consider security from the existing platforms – non
Nigerian, non African and certainly Euro-American – as the basis for their investigation,
interrogation and engagement with security in their work. We need to use the material
evidence of security and security studies of societies such as Europe and America as a
prelude to constructing our own in the absence of one today. Security and security
studies will not be the exception in such an evolutionary course.
Before there was African history, there was the history of European in Africa. Before there
was the history of nationalities in Nigeria, there was the history of European and more
specifically Britain in Nigeria. It was studying these histories that provided the platforms
for the emergence of the history of nationalities in Nigeria. Studying the history of
nationalities in Nigeria required new conceptual and methodology approaches that were
developed by scholars from within the nationalities.
Studying security in Nigeria required no less an approach! In using the Euro-America
security and security studies tradition, we must bear in mind that the material evidence
for constructing their security and studying this security reflected their history, experience
and reality (HER) and thus different from ours. We must interpret the resources as it
concerns our history, experience and reality.
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I am on record saying that security study is multidisciplinary. This is because each
discipline has something to bring to the table in the construction of security and security
studies in Nigeria. However, it takes the right interest, investment, motivation and
creativity to be able to contribute to developing and growing security and security studies
in Nigeria. This is not evident in the crop of persons involve in the programme.
For example, the manner students evolve their topics speaks to the type of motivation
they have for the programme. Topics should emanate from problems in the society and
not topics coined in search of problems in the society as most if not all the cases
represent. To be able to do this takes the application of the principle of Studying,
Thinking, Observing and Comparing (STOC)2 the Nigerian history, experience and reality
of “security” and the Euro-America history, experience and reality of security. This is the
only way one can stumble on issues for research. At the moment, since most of the topics
for dissertation and thesis did not spring from this principle as they lacked capacity and
insight in their purported attempt to address issues from security perspective.
Within the advocacy for multidisciplinary context for security in Nigeria, the writing of
dissertation and thesis in security studies from whichever background must accomplish
two objectives for SECURITY and SECURITY STUDIES in Nigeria.
The first objective is to establish what security is in Nigeria and here the student must
address three of the four issues that constitute the philosophical and methodological
questions of the research. They are: what is security? whose security? what counts as
security issues? These are issues of legislation essentially. The fourth question – how can
security be achieved - falls in the realm of policy and without legislation there cannot be
policy from where strategy or how comes into the equation. The manner one address
these questions will also take one to the issue of legislation and policy that define security
in Nigeria.
The second objective is closely related to the last point in the first objective – legislation
and policy – that will create the platforms for engagement with security by scholars and in
the process producing scholarship on security. Do we have scholars and scholarships on
security? As a student, have you ever come across books and journals on security in
Nigeria? As a student, what will your contribution be to the development of scholarship
of security in your dissertation and/or thesis?
The essence of the student’s intervention in this manner is to continuously draw
attention to the vacuum that exist in security and security studies and hopefully evolve
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the critical mass that will draw attention to the vacuum in order to begin the process of
creating the enabling environment for security and security studies in Nigeria.
None of the five works was conscious of the vacuum described in the preceding. None
understand security through studying, thinking, observing and comparing (STOC)
beyond the pronouncement and practice of the government – pronouncement and
practice lacking legal and policy frameworks and clearly those of the Military, Intelligence
and Law Enforcement - to be able to reflect this in the conceptualisation of their work.
Some examples will serve. The work on “enhancing internal security of Nigerian citizens
through the private security industry” did not know or understand the term “private
security”. By “private security”, the student mean “private guard” as contained in the body
of the work and under the Private Guards Act of Nigeria. The student was dishonest to
have used private security for the topic and private guard inside the work. The two terms
do not mean the same thing. There is more to “private security” than the student knows
and understands. Indeed the work of private guard did not fall under security in Nigeria.
The work of private guard is the domain law enforcement in Nigeria. There is no
framework for security in Nigeria yet. There is demonstrable conceptual and
methodological confusion on the part of the student – and this is not unique to this
student - and this is not acceptable in a PhD work. There are legal and policy frameworks
for law enforcement that should guide the student. It is the task of the student to
contribute to knowledge by distinguishing the two – security and law enforcement. The
student neither knows nor understands this requirement for postgraduate studies.
The work on “urbanisation and security in the Federal Capital Territory, Nigeria” faces
similar conceptual and methodological problem as the reference to “security” clearly was a
reference to the work of agencies of law enforcement. There is nothing “security” and
“security studies” in the work’s conceptualisation. Do we have security law and policy?
What are the agencies of security by law and policy? Where do you fit urbanisation in the
security law and policy? Did the security laws of Nigeria include policing? What is or will
be your works contribution to developing and growing security and security studies in
Nigeria? Are you studying urbanisation or security? The work is about security and
examining urbanisation within security methodology. So far and from the work before
me, there is nothing on this.
This work “effect of inter-community conflict on socio-economic development of Kogi
and Anambra border zone of Nigeria” did not pretend to including “security” in titles or
talking about “security imperatives”, “internal security” or “insecurity” as the others did.
There was no attempt to review security from what has become a sterile uninformed
repetitive and merely fulfilling-the-requirement of literature review that characterised the

experience among students of security studies. So, what is security in this work? This is a
work in conflict studies. What is the nexus of security and conflict? How is security – the
framework of analysis of conflict – conceived in this work?
The work on “effect of drug abuse and insecurity in Nigeria (a case study of Keffi
metropolis)” which could simply have been “effect of drug abuse and insecurity in Keffi
Metropolis, Nigeria” retained the pretence of adding “insecurity” and proceeded to
conceptualising “insecurity” and not “security” first from where insecurity emanate and of
all literatures beginning with dictionary! At the PhD level and in country without a
philosophy of security!! There was no attempt to build a conception of security and
security studies to assist in developing and growing the areas!!! How is the drug problem
captured in security term in Nigeria? Is the work about the drug problem or about
examining the drug problem from security framework? Do we have security framework in
Nigeria?
The work “the open grazing prohibition and ranches establishment law and trigger factors
in the herders/farmers conflict in Benue state, Nigeria” has nothing to offer on security
except the references to security and insecurity in the work. The work did not
conceptualise security in any way or form. By the way, security is the framework for the
work since this degree will be awarded in security studies. To this extent, whatever subject
or issue under consideration should be conceptualised inside security. In the absence of
the enabling law and policy for security in Nigeria and in the absence of scholars and
scholarship on security studies operating within the law and policy, there are examples of
security that exist in theories within the Euro-American traditions that with interest,
creativity and innovation on the part of the student would have encouraged the
examination of “a security explanation of the open grazing prohibition and ranches
establishment law in the herders/farmers conflict in Benue state, Nigeria”. This is not the
case.
What is the meaning of the title “anti corruption agencies and security question in
Nigeria”? This is a confused title. What is “security question”? There was no explanation.
What is the working definition of corruption as prelude to anti corruption? What is the
connection between corruption, anti corruption and security? Of corruption and security,
which should be the framework of analysis? These questions were turned upside down in
this proposal. The opening line in the background (see p1) requires the student’s
explanation because it has no meaning whatsoever. It says:
“Security before the Second World War was state-centric focusing essentially on the state
as provided by the Treaty of Westphalia of 1648. However, after the Second World War,
non state actors, more than the state actors have continued to pose threat to security of

states. Today, non state actors such as terrorist groups, criminal gangs, insurgency groups,
among others pose huge security threats to both the state and the individuals. In addition,
human security concerns, especially corruption has posed bigger security threat to states.”
There are loads of questions that the student needs to answer in the quoted paragraph.
The state of lack of direction this paragraph conveyed is confounding and replete in the
work from the second paragraph onward.
This student – and this is not unique to the student – has no idea of the enterprise he/she
has embarked on but he/she is determined as are the rest of the students to get to their
destination – an MSc or PhD degree.
Where is the place of supervision in the works?
Are we going to keep making progress – proposal defence and seminar - without any
novel and seminal insight and contribution to developing and growing security and
security studies in Nigeria? Are we therefore going to keep awarding degrees at these
levels – MSc and PhD – without any contribution to the development of a field requiring
intervention at this level?

