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The Trump Administration’s Politics of Security Clearance and Nigeria’s “Security” 
Practice 

As “fake news” gathers pace in it bid to undermine the presidency of Donald J. Trump and 
as the Trump America First policy consolidate the drive to instil “alternative facts or 
narratives” to counter the “fake news” narratives, the fight took another dimension with 
the institution of security clearance review list against former national security officials.  

The United States conception of security is anchored on the National Security Act of 
1947. This Act is the philosophical, legal and policy platforms of what has become known 
world wide as the United States National Security. Since its evolution, national security in 
the United States has been institutionalised in philosophy, law, policy, strategies and in 
structures, institutions and individuals to take on a life of its own. Thus national security 
projects, promotes and defends the interests of the United States everywhere in the world.  

The evolution, use and popularisation of the concept of National Security are 
quintessentially American. What national security means in America has been covered by 
consistent practices, conventions, scholarships and endowments over the course of several 
years to dissuade ambiguity whatsoever.  

In 1947, President Harry S. Truman signed the National Security Act after it was enacted 
by the US Congress. It was the year the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) came into 
being. Since then sixteen additional agencies of intelligence have been created as the need 
arise to serve the cause of National Security. These agencies are collectively known as the 
Intelligence Community (IC).  

The term Intelligence Community was first used by Lt General Walter Bedell Smith when 
he was the Director of the CIA from 1950-1953. The Office of the Director of National 
Intelligence (ODNI) created in 1981 coordinates these agencies and report to the 
President. Unlike Nigeria, America has huge and extensive bureaucracy of intelligence 
serving the cause of its national security. There are nearly one million persons (854,000) 
holding top-secret clearances. Mr. Brennan, a former Director of the CIA, belonged to 
this group.  

However, this much cannot be said about Nigeria in its use and application of national 
security. In Nigeria, the use and application of national security is simply imitative as there 
is no documents (philosophy, legal and policy), practices, institutions, scholarships, 
endowments, conventions and acceptability among its people to give the concept a life of 
its own beyond what different characters holding political and defense position at 
different time think of it.  
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Thus while the term national security officials and former national security officials as 
used in the USA hold precise meaning in the context of this discourse and encompasses 
every aspect of public officials who hold and held position not just within the intelligence 
community but in departments including defence, state and justice, it is not unlikely that 
in Nigeria – if it exist – the designation will restrict others outside what the Americans 
called the Intelligence Community. 

It is therefore worth taking up any issue that would draws attention to the practice called 
security in Nigeria as distinct from those of the established countries. In using this 
opportunity to focus on the Nigerian practice, it is to attempt to open debate on the 
difference between the Nigerian variety and those of the country or countries Nigeria 
seeks to imitate. It is to draw attention to the lacuna that exists in the edifice called 
security in Nigeria. In drawing attention to this lacuna, it is to argue for the need to 
breathe life into security anchored on philosophy, legal and policy frameworks and 
deriving from Nigeria’s History, Experience and Reality (HER).  

This is because the concept of national security in America which Nigeria imitates is 
anchored on America’s history, experience and reality. It is to argue that there is plenty 
that is not right with security in Nigeria and to this extent it is important to begin to fix 
the problem. This is because security is everyday fixture in the country. Fixing the 
problem begins with giving security a philosophy, legal and policy platforms anchored on 
Nigeria’s History, Experience and Reality (HER). Thus the prevailing face-off involving 
former national security officials in America with the current administration led by Mr. 
Donald J. Trump offered the chance to put the spotlight on the Nigeria version of 
“security” and “national security”.  

Recently, the Trump administration withdrew the security clearance of Mr. John Brennan, 
the former Director of the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA). Mr. Brennan was one 
among former national security officials who criticised President Trump’s meeting with 
President Vladimir Putin in Helsinki, Finland. In that meeting most people in America 
were of the view that the President went alone, unprepared, inexperience and in awe of 
Mr. Putin. The conclusion was that the meeting put America at the disadvantage.  

Mr. Brennan had labelled Mr. Trump’s press conference performance alongside Mr. Putin 
in Helsinki as exceeding the “threshold of high crimes and misdemeanours.” According to 
Mr. Brennan, Mr. Trump’s conduct was “…nothing short of treason”. Mr. Brennan was 
not alone in the criticising Mr. Trump’s meeting with Mr. Putin. However, the axe of 
withdrawal of security clearance fell on Mr. Brennan probably not only because of his 
erstwhile high profile position, his current position as news commentator with one of the 
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news networks but also the fact that his comment was thought of as the height of “fake 
news” for the Trump administration. 

I am interested in the withdrawal of security clearance if only it will draw attention to the 
practice called security in Nigeria. The reference to former national security officials in 
America is interesting to the extent it offers insight into the Nigerian practice of 
“security” often labelled national security. Is there a philosophical, legal and policy 
compendium called security as distinct from the function of some agencies saddle with 
roles described as security in Nigeria? Does Nigeria have serving national security officials? 
Does Nigeria have reservoir of officials labelled former national security officials? If they 
do, what is the philosophical, legal and policy basis for the existence of such officials? Do 
they play the type of role these officials play in the United States governments out of 
power? Do they have access to top secret government documents? Do they have top-
secret clearance(s)?   

Answers to these questions would enable the interrogation of the concept of security and 
national security as used in Nigeria.  

 


