Test/Continuous Assessment/Revision Class: The Aftermath
Today’s class, arranged at my instance, was meant to accomplish two things. The primary
purpose was to review the lessons taught and hopefully learnt and offer platforms for
students to clarify issues arising since the commencement of the class. The second and
arguably incidental purpose was to distribute test/continuous assessment scripts to
students which expectedly would generate further engagement from the class.
Both didn’t quite get off the ground as expected. They results of the test/continuous
assessment were sobering to most members of the class. It was, for most of the class, an
opportunity for introspection. This was not the case with two individuals whose expletive
overshadowed what would have been dispassionate reassessment of the entire exercise.
The two members of the class and in particular the one who walked out 1 took matters a
notch personal in their response. Their source of angst was their consternation with the
performance in the test/continuous assessment. This was in spite of the strenuous denial
by the second person that did not walk out of the class.
I have been frank and candid in expressing the challenges we will face in the programme
“security and strategic studies” and in the course “fundamental of security and strategic
studies.” Unless one understand the course “fundamental of security and strategic
studies”, progress will be difficult if not impossible in other courses and in the
dissertation. 2 I have also been forthright in availing the class my methodology in tackling
these challenges. I have been open to the point of constantly reminding the class of the
work before them. I provided materials and insisted that these materials be read as they
represented the ideal in the absence of security and security studies in Nigeria. I have
challenged the class in different forum such as class, putting issues in perspectives through
short articles in mail and correspondences. I have offered my resources –
http://adoyionoja.org which I described as secondary for the class. I have been
provocative in order to get the class talking.
I have on occasion scolded members of the class and I have always done this in context. I
recalled a particular incident involving a female member of the class in her first outing
where I scolded her for been impetuous instead of listening. I scolded the female student
in the spirit of my admonishment to the class to “leave all you think you know about
security outside the door” because as the Student Information Form (SIF) revealed there
was nobody in the class that had first degree in security studies. This is because public
universities to which most if not all in the class attended do not have security studies. I
have been very persistent about the need for studying, thinking, observing and comparing
(STOC) as one method to learning.

The first time I spoke with him was when he came to my office as emissary of the class in his capacity as a member of the elders of the
class. He wanted to know what it will take to make progress for the class. I told him to go back and inform the class to study and ask
question. It is possible that the second person who remained in the class is part of this not-so-wise “elders”.
2 The so-called understanding of other courses and not mine that the “elder” noted in his submission was itself begging the context of
this understanding considering the philosophical, legal and policy issues I raised on security and security studies in Nigeria.
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I have also noted and made this clear that the class was lazy and unwilling to sacrifice in
the process of learning. I have turned down request for my lecture notes only because I
wanted the class to study from the recommended texts. I admonished the class to discard
the idea of pursuing degree and pursue knowledge. There was difference between studying
for degree and studying for knowledge in postgraduate programme. Arguably, this last
point to which I pursued this morning when I said there was difference between first
degree and masters or doctorate and that anyone who wished to get postgraduate degree
must contribute his quota to advancing knowledge became the launch pad for “elder” to
vent his spleen.
I say this because with the exception of these two individuals who used the opportunity to
release their pent up anger against my person, the rest of the class thought differently. Or
so I thought. Or the rest of the class were not that “courageous”, if courage was the right
word for the two who spoke the way they did, in expressing what they felt about my
person and my course. As “elders” and “matured persons” and if they truly exhibited the
expectations of elders and matured persons, today’s forum should not have been the
platform for them.
The point of departure for the “elder” was his quoting my statement out of context when
I argued that for anyone coming to study for masters he or she should have something to
contribute. I recalled he felt I had insulted the class. I also recalled he noted that the class
was doing well in other courses and they saw no reason they should not do well in mine.
In other word, there was something wrong with my methodology.
The other person, in his contribution, reminded me that I asked him to sit down on one
occasion. This occasion I cannot now remember. Again there was a context to me asking
him to sit down. Until today’s opportune moment, he never thought it wise to bring up
his annoyance with my action. Perhaps he was not courageous to do this. He drew
attention to the fact that I assessed the students and they (class) had the right to assess
me. He was of the view that there was something the matter with my methodology if
they class did not do well. I recalled he said something about my professorship and I
quickly reminded him that my professorship was not the matter here and it was not in
security studies. My professorship was in history. He noted something about me bringing
my history approach to security studies. I made no secret about the fact that this was
where I came from and I recalled constantly informing and imploring the class that with
hard work, imagination, innovation and creativity, each discipline has something to bring
to developing security and security studies in Nigeria. In fact I noted that security and
security studies ought to be multidisciplinary and interdisciplinary.
I have contributed to this progress. I am contributing to this progress. I will continue to
contribute to the investigation and interrogation of security and security studies in
Nigeria. I live by this example in my interaction with the class since the commencement
of the programme. I extended this invitation to members of my class since 2015 including
this class. It was part of the need to build the critical mass for the development of security
and security studies in Nigeria.
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The performance in the test/continuous assessment would have been different had the
class listen to me. I provided guideline for the test and for the continuous assessment. I
walked the class through this guideline prior to the test and I insisted that I will work by
this guidelines. I did. The result is with you. Learn from this result and mend your ways. I
insisted that if the class persisted in this folly, the examination will not be different.
Make no mistake about what transpired in the class today. The development has little to
do with my methodology. There was no methodology and/or curriculum in existence for
security and security studies in Nigeria. I developed all I used in teaching the course. I
made this clear in my class interaction and avail the class of the resources for this. I made
available the texts for the class. I insisted that the texts and nothing else was the source of
the interaction in the class. It was therefore uninformed and ignorant of any student or
students to compare me with my colleagues. We didn’t come into security and security
studies with the same motivation. Motivation is fundamental.
Today’s experience should serve as another building block in the progress towards a better
society for most Nigerians. We can better this society if we learn from yesterday in order
to better today. For as it concerns security and security studies, there are plenty grounds
to be covered. These grounds will not be covered by relying on existing knowledge. The
existing knowledge failed, is failing and will continue to fail because it has not asked and
answered the relevant questions on security and security studies in Nigeria within the
History, Experience and Reality (HER) of Nigeria.
Through investigation and interrogation, I am convinced that Nigeria has not raised let
alone answers the questions: what is security, whose security, what is security issue and
how can security be achieved. My effort since this class began was to drawn the class’s
attention to this and hopefully convinced the class as well. I may or may not have
convinced the class. However, I am certain of one thing: I have disrupted the class’s entire
claim to knowing security. Security, for the class, will never be business as usual again!
As I noted in my closing remark this morning, whether in class’s course work and/or
dissertation writing, the questions we now described as the 4FQs must be addressed in
order to make progress in Nigeria. There are two tasks before every student’s dissertation:
the first task is to address and answer the 4FQs on security for Nigeria. The second task,
arising from accomplishing the first task, is to use the novel methodology from this
process to build security studies.
Be part of addressing these questions by pursuing knowledge leading to certificate and not
certificate without knowledge.
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