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                                    “Security”: A Scramble for Nigeria? 

Of recent, some countries of the world have taken turn to inviting countries of Sub 
Saharan Africa in particular and other developing countries over to their capitals for 
economic summits. In these summits, these countries committed to different bilateral 
and multilateral relations with the host countries. These commitments explored supposed 
areas of interests for the parties but in reality it was about the economic and strategic 
interests of the host countries. 

The last of these summits was the third edition of the Future Investment Initiatives (FII) 
organised by the Saudi Arabia Public Investment Fund (PIF) held in Riyadh, Saudi Arabia. 
The Saudi investment initiatives had over 4,000 delegates and over 90 countries in 
attendance. This was preceded by the Russia-Africa summit held in Sochi, Russia. Prior to 
the Sochi summit, there was the China-Africa Cooperation Forum (FOCAC) or China-
Africa summit and the Third India-Africa Forum summit (IAFS-III). Nigeria was in 
attendance in all of these summits held in 2019. 

The primary motivation for organising these summits for the host countries was to 
protect and advance their security. The protection and advancement of their security was 
driven by their relative assessment of their position vis-à-vis other countries – developed 
and developing - ina changing world. This position was first and primarily domestic, 
regional, interregional and global in this order. It was driven by domestic need and the 
requirement to harness regional, interregional and global comparative advantage in 
tapping into economic and strategic opportunities in order to grow the domestic sphere. 

In the light of the pre-eminent purpose of classical security as the strength with which 
countries traverse territories beyond their own in search of economic and strategic 
resources to complement and supplement those back home, there is renewed scramble for 
opportunities in countries still hooked on the sold out Globalised Western Security 
Perspective (GWSP). The domesticated GWSP equate security with the defense of state 
and government against rivals and citizens dissatisfied with governance. 

Security for Sub Saharan countries of Africa has not moved beyond the military, 
intelligence and law enforcement (MILE) supporting and strengthening state and 
government at home. Euro-America’s conceptualisations of security is first and primarily 
the “lust for land, markets or security” as William Appleman Williams described this of 
the United States of America, beyond the shores of these countries and second 
thestrength and support rendered by the military, intelligence and law enforcement 
(MILE) to accomplish this in an anarchic international environment. This, ab initio, is the 
original and only purpose of security. 
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William Appleman Williams aptly captured security as “…lust for land, markets or 
security…” This is what I described as security constructed out of the history, experience 
and reality (HER) of a country. This is the driving force behind the construction of 
security for the United States of America. This lust for land, markets or securitybeganfrom 
the time the first settlers arrived in Virginia from England in 1607 and started moving 
westward. This is the foundation of the concept known as security. 

The movement or lust for land, markets or security continued in phases and ages and was 
represented by Manifest Destiny, American Exceptionalism, Monroe Doctrine, American 
Century and the neoconservatives’ Project for the New America Century. The doctrine of 
Full-Spectrum Dominance on land, sea and space is another addition to the lust for land, 
markets or security. The United States of America relied on its military, intelligence and 
law enforcement (MILE) to pursue land, markets or security anywhere and everywhere on 
the globe. 

Brexit is security for Britain as Britain plans on creating economic and strategic 
opportunity for itself via going it alone with the rest of the world. The election of Mr. 
Boris Johnson and the upset in what was traditionally known as the red wall – a core 
Labour Party constituency for years – represented the fear of its people for the loss of its 
land, markets or security to other competitors. Britain hopes to use Brexit to consolidate 
old and open new bilateral and multilateral trade, investment and strategic opportunities 
for its people.  

America First National Security Policy is Trump’s repudiation of global agreements 
and/or the renegotiation of others in the quest for land, markets or security. They 
included the Paris Climate Agreement, Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA) or 
Iran Deal, Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP), US-China trade war, United States-Mexico-
Canada Agreement (USMCA) etc.  

The summits of China, Russia, India and Saudi with Africa and other developing countries 
were geared to advancing their land, markets or security beyond their borders. These 
countries were compelled by their security dynamics back home to rationalize or add to 
land, markets or security. 

The military, intelligence and law enforcement (MILE) is only relevant as bulwark for this 
search in certain cases. One of the cases is the American type largely because of culture 
clash encountered in different places of the world. The other case is if and when the 
powers going after land, markets or securityclash with each other as was the case in the 
two world wars of the last century.The current phase of the lust for land, markets or 
security does not need the MILE to drive it to the extent that it offers different types of 
models of opportunities and/or development of the bilateral and multilateral relations. 
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Nigeria is in a class of its own when it comes to the models highlighted in the foregoing. 
Nigeria defines security not as land, markets, resources or opportunities beyond its 
borders relying on its MILE where necessary. Nigeria defines security as the protection of 
the ethnic/regional/religious/economic coalition in government at any given time 
relying on the MILE to shield it against its rival for power. The Nigerian model is typical 
of the experience of countries of sub Saharan Africa and explained the reason they have 
become the primary recipient of the first models of the lust for land, markets or security 
of the Euro-American and/or Sino-Russo-Indo-Saudi varieties. 

Security dynamics for the American and Chinese models – two of the world’s largest 
economic powers - begins from exhausting the domestic front and moving outward in 
search of land, markets and/or strategic resources. For Nigeria that lacksits own 
philosophy of security constructed out of its history, experience and reality (HER) and in 
the context of studying, thinking, observing and comparing (STOC), it is unaware of the 
concept of security dynamics and where one exists it begins and ends in the domestic 
front. In the event that its security dynamics steps outside the domestic sphere – and 
there are numerous examples to testifyto this – it is in pursuit of “big-wasteful-brotherly-
neighbour” philosophy without economic and strategic interest to advance to support the 
domestic sphere. 

There are three models of security. The first model is the Euro-American type. This model 
graduated from exclusively relying on the MILE in its foundation phase to dominate 
spheres of influences beyond their borders to selling soft development assistance with 
strings; the second model is the China model that in the last three to four decades offered 
development assistance without strings to developing countries and; the third model is 
the Nigerian model that define security exclusively from the coercive perspective geared 
towards meeting domestic requirement.  

The first two models define, invoke and pursue security as land, markets and strategic 
opportunity geared towards promoting the domestic economies and markets. The Nigeria 
model defines, invoke and pursue security as the MILE providing strength and buffer to 
the occupants of state and government to dominate opponents and/or dissatisfied 
citizens. 

Security is wellbeing and welfare of the people in all spheres. When security is 
conceptualized as wellbeing and welfare of the people, within Nigeria’s history, experience 
and reality (HER) and studying, thinking, observing and comparing (STOC), every sphere 
of human endeavour should prime its strategy to the attainment of wellbeing and welfare 
of the people. Thus the pursuit of education, health, shelter, agriculture, technology, 
military, law enforcement, infrastructures, opportunities etc. should be about the 
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wellbeing and welfare of the people. These areas of human endeavourshould have 
wellbeing and welfare or security objective taken from the security legislation and policy 
for attainment in its sphere of expertise. 

Since wellbeing and welfare or security is the first and only purpose of every individual on 
earth, the pursuit of security should be the goal of every legislation and policy therefore 
in whatever area of public sector. For instance, education should have security objective – 
the wellbeing and welfare of the people – in its policy for attainment. The security 
objective of education should emanate from the security or wellbeing and welfare policy 
of the state. This is the reason I argued that security policy should be the centrum autem 
gravitatis or centre of gravity of all policies in the public sector. 

The primary purpose of the state, government and governance is security. If security is 
wellbeing and welfare of the people, Security Governance is the replication of wellbeing 
and welfare of the people as the primary purpose of every public policy. Governance of 
Security is when wellbeing and welfare takes hold in all sphere of human endeavour. 

China, Russia, India and Saudi Arabia are searching for wellbeing and welfare for their 
people beyond their borders in convening these summits. When Mr. Garba Shehu, 
President Buhari’s Senior Special Assistant on Media and Publicity, spoke about Nigeria 
going to benefit from the huge Saudi sovereign wealth fund, he did not tell Nigerians that 
it was the Saudis and not Nigerians that will benefit the most. Nigeria is one among the 
many countries slated by the Saudis to advance and fulfil aspect of its security or wellbeing 
and welfare objectives. 

President Buhari had attended several of these summits and had committed to making 
Nigeria one of the security objectives of the countries that convened the summits. 
Nigeria’s gain, if any, is short term and tactical. The gain for the convening countries is 
long term and strategic.  

President Muhammadu Buhari was recently dragged out to preside over the public 
presentation of the so-called updated version of the National Security Strategy(NSS). The 
NSS is the only document available on “security” in Nigeria. It was first compiled and 
printed in 2014. One fundamental question that remained unanswered then and now on 
the NSS is: IS THERESECURITY POLICY FOR THE STRATEGY?  

The first National Security Strategy’s “operational” life which was spent on the book shelve 
of the Office of the National Security Adviser (ONSA),as it was seldom consulted and 
seldom available for the public, ran out after five years as it was first unveiled in 2014. The 
2014 National Security Strategy had no basis in policy. The so-called updated 2019 



5 
 

version of the National Security Strategyunveiled by the President followed the path of 
the 2014 version. The 2019 National Security Strategyhas no policy basis.  

Where is the policy that answers the four fundamental questions of any policy and in this 
case the security policy? The questions are what is security, whose security, what is security 
issue and how can security be achieved.  

As far as guarding and guiding the public sector in the country in the matter of the 
ONSA’s unilateral perspective on “security”, the NSSwill begin its journey of gathering 
dust on the shelve of the Office of the National Security Adviser (ONSA), the 
government agency that saw the need for this document and thus responsible for its 
compilation, for the next five years. It is hoped that another National Security Adviser 
(NSA) will see the need for another update and presentation of the National Security 
Strategy. 

The updated version of the National Security Strategy 2019 is not only hollow. The only 
relevance it ever had and will have begun and ended with the public presentation by 
President Muhammadu Buhari in December 2019 and the comments, criticisms and 
observations of Nigeria’s legion of so-called “security” experts and analysts. 

For now, Nigeria and its nationalities are for sale to any country smart enough to put its 
house in order to explore area of growing its people and country beyond its borders. 
Nigeria’s house is in disarray as it continues to be one of the security objectives of 
countries with good heads on the necks of its leadershipsin matter of security. 


