
1 
 

         Unsolicited Thought on Security Studies, Strategic Studies and Other Issues 

The first time we met you took me into confidence regarding your academic pursuit. You 
were particularly interested in the duration it will take for you to complete the 
programme when I informed you that in the Institute where I teach run MSc and PhD in 
security studies. I raised two issues over your concern. The first was the systemic problem 
we (academic staff) do not control. The second was the pace of the student and 
supervisor. It was my view that barring these possible hitches, the university system has 
been relatively stable in the last couple of years.  

The second issue you informed me about was your plan to continue with strategic studies 
for your PhD. I suggested that you enrolled for security studies. I have since thought 
about this suggestion and my conviction is that security study NOT strategic study is the 
future for you between the two. There are reasons for this conviction.  

The first one is that strategic studies is narrow and confined to defence/military matters 
and as far as Nigeria is concerned and in comparison with well established societies 
especially the USA and Europe, there exist little to support strategic studies outside the 
military. There is however plenty to support security studies. The second reason is that as 
far as your career in the army is concerned you have reached the peak and strategic studies 
will not be necessary again. The third is that security studies –undeveloped as it is in 
Nigeria – represent everything including strategic issues and unlike strategic studies 
security studies is inclined to all sectors of the society. With security studies and with you 
out of the army, you will be able to use your background in whatever discipline and 
strategic studies creatively to chart a new course of life. The fourth is that you will need a 
knowledge that is broad and all encompassing and not specific and tailored to one 
particular sector. That knowledge is found in security studies. The fifth is that the 
opportunity for strategic studies and issues related to the military constituency is limited 
or non existent in Nigeria. 

Closely related to the question of continuing with strategic studies is your choice of area 
to write your PhD thesis. I recalled you showed me research areas you scribbled on a jotter 
and one of them was “military industrial complex and national security”. Although 
military industrial complex is as old as building the wherewithal that supports warfare and 
defence generally, the concept was first put on the political agenda by General Dwight 
Eisenhower in 1961. In his farewell address as President of the United States he warned of 
the danger the military industrial complex constitute to the future of democracy if it was 
not controlled. Indeed the domination of the MIC by the private sector and their increase 
influence on the executive, legislature and the military in their quest for profit was the 
source of concern to General Eisenhower. This was the age of the Cold War. 
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Considering my last point, military industrial complex not only has no place in Nigeria. 
Military industrial complex has no future for you. Beside the Office of the National 
Security Adviser (ONSA) in its National Security Strategy that lacked a legal and policy 
platforms seeing a role for military industrial complex and the incumbent COAS taking 
the issue up as part of his vision, Nigeria’s geo-economic and geopolitics did not make 
room for MIC.  

Nigeria’s only claim to defense production is the DIC which has never really gotten off the 
ground in terms of production and supply of what one would consider the simplest 
requirement of law enforcement and defence establishment – small arms and light 
weapons - let alone major systems such as aircrafts, tanks and warships or even dual use 
equipment. The last time I checked the DIC was into manufacturing salt and furniture! 

Unlike the military industrial complex in America and Europe that is driven essentially by 
the private sector in collaboration with the state and is part of the big player in the 
international arms trade, the Nigerian variety – represented by the DIC – is controlled by 
the government and has not been able to supplied domestic requirement of small arms let 
alone supplying the sub-region’s (an area of comparative advantage) requirement and 
extending into the region. From a geo-economic perspective, where will the market for 
the DIC come from if it is able to overcome its very Nigeria factor constraint? What is the 
geo-strategic consideration for venturing into the MIC for Nigeria?  

As to national security, it is one of the most ambiguous terms in the “security” type 
prevalent in the country especially because security remains undefined from a 
philosophical, legal, policy and academic perspectives. National security is a convergence 
of two currents – national and security. These words do not carry any meaning in the 
country. There is neither security nor nation to speak of in the country. Of the two 
words, security is the independent variable and national is a dependent variable. Failing to 
have a philosophy/policy (what is security, whose security, what count as security issues 
and how can security be achieved) on security, the use of national security is amorphous.  

As a term, national security’s origin began in the United States of America. This followed 
Congress passage of the National Security Act of 1947, the philosophical, legal and policy 
document on security in that country. Here, national security is used in international 
relations context i.e. in country to country relation in the pursuit of US national interest. 
The policy platform of national security has remained unchanged in the US except with 
the inclusion of the domestic dimension of threat following 9/11. What has been 
changing is the security strategy for the attainment of the security policy. The latest is 
Trump’s America First Security Strategy.  
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This is unlike the Nigerian variety where there is no security policy and there is a one-for-
all-time security strategy “compiled” by the ONSA. Indeed the terms law enforcement, 
homeland security and national security in the States are used in specific context even if 
there is a line that connect them. Law enforcement refers to the specific work of the 
police etc; homeland security did not exist until the 9/11 attack and came into being to 
protect the homeland against element within America that threaten its security; while 
national security specifically focused on external dimension of threat to America. All 
these derived from the US history, experience and reality. 

Since the emergence of the term national security, it has gained widespread use in 
different countries of the world to connote specific focus on security different from the 
American type. Nigeria is one of the copycats of countries using the term. 

In Nigeria, national security resonate with members of the military and the political class 
not because there is a philosophical, legal and policy platforms on security but because the 
military associate its role of defence (one of the objectives of security where there to be 
these security platforms) as national security and the political class use national security 
language to securitise issues in order to appropriate resources. Indeed both the military 
and political class employ the language of securitisation in their use of national security. 
Beyond this point national security meant little else.  

There are diverse views and usage of national security in Nigeria but there is no consensus 
and confluence on what it means. National security is certainly not used in the traditional 
terrain of security as country to country relation in the pursuit of their interest even if it 
is within the military political context of security. In traditional security, the military 
political security operates in the country to country terrain and focus on states as the 
referent. In Nigeria, it is used in the context of domestic politics to describe the security 
of the individual/ethnic/religious/regional coalition in power and in control of the state 
at any specific time on the one hand and in what the military describe as threat. 

It leaves plenty questions unanswered in the consideration of military industrial complex 
and national security in this uncharted territory and in view of the limited opportunity 
that exist for this. 

My contention is that there are plenty areas outside the narrow defence/military areas to 
focus for your thesis. There is the tendency to coin topics first before looking for a 
problem within the society rather than making a topic out of problem within the society. 
The consideration of MIC as possible research topic derives from the former.  
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I believe when you make up your mind on what to study – security or strategic studies - 
and put your mind to reading, thinking and observing the Nigerian dynamics on the 
undefined terrain of security, you will find plenty problem to pick one for your thesis. 

 


