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                           The National Security Act Philosophy Explained 
 
The National Security Act is a philosophy derived from the experiences of the United States 
beginning from its foundation to its triumph in the Second World War. The conviction thus 
emerged that its national security is economic and strategic resources that lies everywhere in 
the world and that to access, keep and maintain this national security require the logistics and 
muscle that only the military, intelligence and law enforcement (MILE) can provide.  
 
At first glance, the content of the NSA – Coordination of National Security (NSC, CIA and 
NSRB), the National Military Establishment (from National Military Establishment to 
Research and Development Board in all fourteen institutions) etc. - convey the impression 
that the MILE is national security.  
 
To an extent this is correct. However, a close examination reveals that the MILE is a means to 
an end. The end - economic and strategic resources - is national security. The means – the 
military, intelligence and law enforcement - is the tool or logistics for accessing national 
security anywhere and everywhere in the world.  
 
For America, it is economic and strategic resources that SECURE. It is not the military 
intelligence and law enforcement that secure. From the nature, meaning and purpose or 
philosophy contained in the founding of the United States of America, to secure or security 
is of the people by the people and for the people.  
 
The search for national security by America worldwide put the military, intelligence and law 
enforcement as the face of national security. It leaves in the background the purpose for the 
deployment of the military, intelligence and law enforcement anywhere and everywhere in 
the world.  
 
The tendency to conveying two impressions evident in America's national security practice 
compelled my resort to deploying a modified version of Peter Ekeh's Two Publics theoretical 
framework to explaining the “security” and/or "national security" pretension in Nigeria. 
 
Nigeria went for the military, intelligence and law enforcement face as “security” and/or 
"national security" jettisoning the history and comparative history it requires for 
understanding and charting its path to constructing its philosophy of security. There goes the 
reason for the failure of “security” and/or “national security” in Nigeria. 
 


