
Re: Commodore Kayode Olofinmoyin, Numerical Representation in the National Security 
Council (NSC) and the Lack of Peace in Nigeria 

The initial title of this response was “the so-called National Security Council is an Imitation 
without Value in Nigeria’s Undefined, Uncharted and Ungoverned “Security” Space”. After 
considerable thinking and for the consumption of the class, I decided to retitle the piece 
“Commodore Kayode Olofinmoyin, Numerical Representation in the National Security 
Council (NSC) and the Lack of Peace in Nigeria”. 
 
The view expressed by retired Navy Commodore Kayode Olofinmoyin that the composition 
of the National Security Council (NSC) was responsible for lack of peace in Nigeria is 
misleading and parochial. According to Commodore Olofinmoyin, of the eleven members 
of the NSC, nine were from the north and only two from the south. 
 
It is misleading to attribute lack of peace to the composition and number distribution of the 
NSC membership since the NSC, regardless of members spread, should have its work clearly 
cut out in so far as there is a clear philosophy or nature, meaning and purpose of what is 
security, whose security, what is security issue and how can security be achieved in tandem 
with the governing ideology. 
 
The present NSC which derived its powers from the 1999 Constitution has no clear cut 
mandate within this context and within the democratic philosophy. The NSC's mandate of 
"public security" leaves even its members wondering what is "public security." How often the 
NSC meets is a clear pointer to its ambiguous mandate as far as the undefined, uncharted and 
ungoverned "security" space in Nigeria is concerned.  
 
Commodore Olofinmoyin's perspective is parochial on two scores. One, this country is not 
made up of the north and the south only perspective commensurate to the zoning 
mechanism that governs Nigeria politically. In the context of his assertion, significant area of 
Nigeria was excluded from the NSC on the basis of the sentiments it implied.  
 
Two, it is parochial because beyond the perspective of security as the military, intelligence and 
law enforcement (MILE) to which he spent his life wrongly espousing, Commodore 
Olofinmoyin is unaware that this perspective is faulty ab initio and hide that which the 
military, intelligence and law enforcement provide the logistics or muscle to secure in the 
security philosophy of developed countries.  
 
Not only is his work schedule in the navy not describe as security but the defence of Nigeria 
on sea, Commodore Olofinmoyin socialisation derived from the imitation of most things 
America that has stunted the development of indigenous solutions to Nigeria's myriad of 



problems. To push this narrative even in retirement shows how little the world has change for 
the former governor of Ogun state. 
 
The NSC is not the problem. The problem is that civil rule has not been able to come up with 
its security philosophy in tandem with democratic tenets and persisted with the twisted 
socialisation to the security type it experienced under military rule on the one hand and on 
the other hand the Cold War and the Post-Cold War Post 9/11 worlds. 
 
The perspective of "security" in the 1999 Constitution reflected the history, experience and 
reality(HER) of the military as professional defence outfits and as the governing class. The 
continuation of this perspective of "security" under democratic rule is the reason "security" 
failed, is failing and will continue to fail.  
 
The military, intelligence and law enforcement (MILE) clearly failed to SECURE Nigerians 
and the so-called NSC whose mandate is "public security" was conceived within the dominant 
MILE failed and failing security tradition.  
 
There are 15 mention of security in the 1999 Constitution. This is either as national security 
or as security. None of this constitutes philosophy or nature, meaning and purpose of 
security.  
 
The implication, from the point of view of the drafters of the constitution - the Nigeria 
military, is that there is just one meaning of security. Security is the work of the military, 
intelligence and law enforcement (MILE). This is true with the military as the governing 
body. 
 
Even the American NSA of 1947 and the practice representing the nature, meaning and 
purpose of national security of America which Nigeria copied did not specify the military, 
intelligence and law enforcement as national security. It is true the NSA document 
represented all there is to the United States ready to go to war in the promotion, protection 
and advancement of national security. However, National Security is the economic and 
strategic resources that the United States goes after anywhere and everywhere in the world. 
The MILE is the logistics or muscle behind America's ability to access national security 
anywhere and everywhere in the world. 
 
The first mention of security in the Constitution is Section 5 subsection 5. It says the 
president in consultation with the National Defence Council shall deploy the armed forces on 
limited combat operation outside Nigeria if the national security is threatened. What is this 
"national security"? Nigeria has no interest outside its borders constituting the so-called 
"national security" that would be threatened to warrant the use of the military outside 
Nigeria. This is an imitation of aspect of America reality gone wrong. 



 
The few instances of the use of the military outside Nigeria were borne of the United Nations 
peacekeeping task open to all countries and the personal political survival as in the case of 
General Babangida's intervention in Liberia and Sierra Leone. 
 
The second mention of security in the Constitution is Section 14 subsection 2b. It says "the 
'security' and welfare of the people shall be the primary purpose of government". This 
"security" was not defined. Nigerians are left to make out the "security" in question. If the 
military saw its perspective of security as the "primary purpose of government", Nigerians 
send them back to the barracks in 1999 because this security no longer SECURES them.  
 
Therefore the first two instances of the mention of "security" are ambiguous in the current 
dispensation. However, this ambiguousness is deliberate and serves the interests managing 
"security" because the fund they appropriate in the name of buying guns to secure Nigerians 
goes into their pockets for that which is truly security - food, shelter, health and general 
well-being. 
 
Barring the self-interest of the legislature - the law makers in democracy - as beneficiaries of 
the prevailing orchestrated "security", the time is ripe -twenty years - for the legislature to 
come up with security philosophy that will replace the practice professionally derived security 
philosophy of the military. This square peg in a round hole is now outdated. 
 
Security is NOT and should NOT be guns under representative rule. This is a relic of military 
rule socialisation that must go with military rule.  
 
Security IS garri and sugar for most if not all Nigerians. The civil rule in place since 1999 must 
anchor this philosophy into law as goal of all public institutions and make the pursuit of this 
national security.  
 

 

 


