Patriotism, Expansionism, My Definition of Security and Engaging in STOC-ing Within
“What is and What Should be” SECURITY
One issue that should but did not enjoy the attention of the class within the “what is and
what should be” security was the slum clearing exercise conducted by the Federal Capital
Development Agency (FCDA) in the Mpape area of Abuja.
Engagement of the issue on the platform was equally routinised except for one
contributor’s perspective that ought to have generated response but did not. When the
issue came up in the course of the class last week it was decidedly one-sided. Again except
for one contributor, the issue did not generate the heat that it should have. Or so I
thought.
Whatever was the philosophy behind the creation of the Federal Capital Territory, it is
increasingly becoming obvious that the Territory particularly the area called Abuja is
inhospitable and inhabitable for sections of Nigerians defined by their class.
In the spirit of theorising and practicing security and of agenda setting in respect of the
media, the persistent and recurrent hounding of slum dwellers particularly in the Abuja
area should have attracted dispassionate discussion on the platform, in the class and the
media. The slum dwellers crime was attempting to secure their lives and livelihoods
through the provision of services to the priviledged residents and migratory workers of
the City - services that the state could but refused to provide.
Most if not all of us have witnessed the often highhanded approach to dealing with the
issue through the forceful and violent removal of hawkers from the streets and/or
demolishing their shacks in the designated but yet-to-be developed areas. One class
member shared his experience of the inhumanity to human being that this seeming policy
portended for this class of people.
Can we regard the occasional violent raid of hawkers and destruction of their dwellings as
chips off policy? If it is, what is the policy? Does this policy derive from legal framework?
For how long would the Authority continue this hounding when it is evident the City
requires the services provided by the victim of this seeming policy? Shouldn’t there be
policy – where none exist – that incorporates them and their services into the Territory?
While these questions are necessary in the context of the discourses held in the class in the
course of several engagement, the issue that should concern the class the most is
represented by this question:
How do we coat the action of the FCDA in security and security studies, in the context of
“what is and what should be?”
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Of the issues raised in the last class that required intervention there was patriotism,denial
of expansionist agenda for Nigeria’s foreign policy during the First Republic and my
definition of security. This intervention is necessary as it advances the theory and practice
of coating issues in security and security studies language in the context of “what is and
what should be” through engaging with the literature within the STOC-ing tool.
Who is a patriot? What does it take to be patriot? Is there a universal definition of patriot
and patriotism? Answers to these questions require the understanding of the founding
philosophies of Nigeria and thus falls into the “what is and what should be” security.
I argued that Nigeria had no founding philosophies and that one of Nigeria’s
fundamental source of angst was the lack of the confluence of views of most of its
nationalities on what was Nigeria, whose Nigeria, what was a Nigeria issue(s) and how can
Nigeria be achieved. This perspectivecaused me to argue that the beginning of security in
Nigeria was in the reconstitution of the state and the constitution.
The State (idea, institutions and physical body) or the willingness of most if not all of its
nationalities to live together based on shared ideals must be recreated or reconstituted.
The Constitution or the legal instrument guarding and guiding most if not all of its
nationalities which should derive from the ideals contained in the State must be recreated
or reconstituted.
Governments deriving from these two founding frameworks would pursue ideals and
ideas representative of the will of most if not all the nationalities. This would be the basis
for the emergence of Nigeria, Nigerians and Nigerian-ness. Patriot and Patriotism would
have meaning that most if not all Nigerians agreed on. This is “what should be”.
In the absence of these frameworks and in the context of “what is”, who is a patriot and
what is patriotism is relative to power and authority.We have had this canvassed in Nigeria
in recent time.
Indeed who is a patriot and what is patriotism have come under scrutiny even in the most
ideal and ideas driven countries with these frameworks in place in the ever-changing world
of human being and being human. The United States of America before, during and after
President Donald Trump is one example. The media, in all of its shades, enabled the
platforms for examining, re-examining and inventing and reinventing ideals and ideas all
in the context of America’s founding frameworks.
Since Nigeria has no such founding frameworks and platforms for nuance discourse of
ideas and ideals, who and what is patriot and patriotism are moving targets.
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How do we coat patriot and patriotism in the language of security and security studies
within the “what is and what should be”?
Nigeria cannot and should not be thinking of expansion and expansionism in the sub
region, the region and in the world. Nigeria is light years away from harbouring this
thinking. This thinking is certainly not within the “what is” security context. The thinking
is in the “what should be” security context.
Nigeria is too disorganised within to begin to think of creating spheres of influence
anywhere outside its borders. Nigeria needs to dominate its inside first as the foundation
for thinking beyond its borders. Nigeria’s sovereignty is persistently challenged by most if
not all of its nationalities. There is legitimacy question dogging its governments in the last
twenty two years.
The continuous survival of Nigeria’s state is a matter of juridical sovereignty - a fact
graphically captured by the withdrawal of the United States/NATO from Afghanistan and
the collapse of the regime. Nigeria’s state empirical sovereignty is waning everyday.
There should not have been any thought of expansion or expansionist agenda for a
country in the throes of crisis then and particularly now in whatever guise except to
respond to perceived perception that ruled the Cold War environment of the period.
How do we coat expansion and expansionist agenda in security and security studies within
the “what is and what should be”?
And now to the question what is my definition of security. While I assigned finding the
answer to this question as assignment to the class member that asked the question, I
would like to use this to draw attention to the need to engage with the literature and to
employ the tool called Studying, Thinking, Observing and Comparing (STOC)in the
course of security and security studies.
Monograph Number 4 addressed the issues of methodology challenging security and
security studies in Nigeria. Since I introduced the class to the issues of methodology, there
was not any disagreement as to the validity of the issues I raised. The expectation arising
from this is that the content of the Monograph would be internalised in the course of
studying security and security studies by the class.
There is need to do this as the class prepare for the next phase of the programme – the
field work. The class should use the content of Monograph 4 in the context of “what is
and what should be”. I recalled making the observation in the course of teaching and in
my writings including the Monograph that there were two objectives to accomplish in the
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student’s thesis writing: the first was and is to speak to security in Nigeria and the second
is to advance security studies by developing additional tools to study security in Nigeria.
In Monograph Number 5, I proceeded to providing most if not all of the solutions to the
problems I identified in Monograph Number 4. Both documents were the first point of
contact in the course Seminar on National Security Policy. Most if not all members of
this Class have copies of Monograph 4 and 5. Like the National Security Strategy 2014
and 2019, have the documents been deposited in the individual archival collections never
to be consulted again?
The documents are relevant in the course of most if not all engagement with security and
security studies particularly in the course work and thesis writing phase of the programme.
Retrieve them from the archive and consult them. This programme is less about you and
more about reinventing Nigeria.
If we consign the documents to the archives of irrelevance, how do we coat security – my
definition of security to which if I recalled clearly no member challenged - in security and
security studies within the “what is and what should be”?
In drawing the curtain on the course Seminar on National Security Policy, I would like to
say that there is work to do in SECURITY and SECURITY STUDIES in Nigeria. Let each one
of us in this class and programme do the work little by little and with focus, commitment
and determination to salvage Nigeria.
Nigeria is the black race’s potentialhope so that one day if and when Nigeria awakes, to
paraphrase Napoleon Bonaparte on China, the world would rumble.
Remaining in the “what is” mould would never get Nigeria there. Understanding “what is”
and working for “what should be” would begin the foundation of Nigeria where there will
be wellbeing or security in all its form for most if not all its people.
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