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                                       SECURITY: Phases and Types 

There are three phases in the evolution of security and there are two types of security. The 
first phase and type of security is the quest for land, market and opportunity. This is the type 
that was responsible for the founding of the United States of America. It began with the 
movement of people from England to Virginia in 1607. This movement continued westward 
and then ad infinitum. This type of security or the “lust for land, markets or security” as 
William Appleman Williams described it is the first and the only original type of security that 
has no rival in the human history of the world.  

The second phase and type of security was the type birthed during the Cold War. The soul of 
this security was and remained the search for land, market or opportunity. The body of this 
security was and remained driven by the physical threat to the soul or security. The basis of 
the ideological war that set off the Cold War and thus security as stockpiling of armaments 
and allies was the contest over whether socialism or capitalism had what it takes to engender 
material prosperity for the most human beings. The Cold War was competition between two 
economic systems. They were capitalism and socialism. The Cold War was economic 
determinism first before it developed political, military, cultural and psychological attributes. 

The third phase is the reenactment of the first phase and type. This is the renewed and 
reinvigorated pursuit of land, market, resource and opportunity anywhere and everywhere in 
the world. This followed the end of the Cold War where private ownership of means of 
production triumph over public ownership of means of production.  

However, for the developed world, this did not mask the fact that the MILE is the instrument 
for the search for the first and original phase and type of security or the quest for land, 
market and opportunity anywhere and everywhere in the world. It is, mostly in the third 
world, that security is solely military, intelligence and law enforcement in the service of the 
state and government for domestic purposes and not as instrument in the search for land, 
market and opportunity in territories beyond their own borders.    

It is important to note that the second phase and type of security – the domestic 
instrumental role of the MILE – predominated in the third world. This is the consequence of 
the manner of the emergence of countries of the third world as state and the peculiar 
circumstances that surrounded them and in which they found themselves.  

Most third world countries were patchworks of colonial authorities’ state building 
engineering targeted principally to attaining their security objective of land, market and 
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opportunity. They were held together by the divide and conquer strategy and by the might of 
the gun. When eventually they were granted statehood, their state type was without the glue 
that constituted the foundation of nation.  

Therefore the occupants of the state have had to rely on the military, intelligence and law 
enforcement to maintain their hold on power. Those at the helm of affair never had the 
benefit of any other knowledge of security other than the one they inherited from the 
colonial authorities. They were groomed in the Cold War enabling environment. The Cold 
War and the rivalry between the superpowers further convince them of the primacy of the 
military, intelligence and law enforcement as security. They failed to appreciate the 
instrument that the coercive arm of the state i.e. the MILE represented for the superpowers in 
their search for security or land, market and opportunity in their territories. 

Years after independence, several post-colonial crises including civil wars, the end of the Cold 
War, the promotion of democracy ideology wherever the ideology did not threaten the 
security of Euro-America (the first phase/type and the second phase/type) and the 
reenactment of security as the first phase and type by Euro-America and other developed 
countries and discerning developed developing countries, the countries of the third world 
including Nigeria have refuse to reinvent themselves in the direction of security in the 
context of their histories, experiences and realities (HERs) by studying, thinking, observing 
and comparing(STOC) experiences of security.  

Over and above all else that most Nigerians do since 1999, the thought they wake up to, go 
to sleep with and carry with them all day, is security or wellbeing and well-fare. 

Nigeria’s elected officials,goaded by ignorance, insensitivity, collusion and/or assurance from 
the military, intelligence and law enforcement or all,have refused to wake up to this urgency 
even as the coming Armageddon is counting every waking day. 

 


